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No. 12 


THE INTERNATIONALS—ONE DOWN ONE TO GO 


And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 
—Behold I stand at the door and knock.” 


—'While the church stands at the door and knocks 
she retains the respect and reverence of men but 
she will lose it when she kicks that door in with 
the iron toe of a political boot.” 


There can be little doubt at this late date that Protestantism failed to follow 
through and remain vital during the changes, human and technological, which 
have taken place during the rise of national and international capitalism. This 
failure on the part of Protestantism in Europe and its successor in the United 
States, the free church system of the absolute separation of church and state, 
has made inevitable the growth of two international movements, one on its 
right and one on its left, two movements agreed only in their opposition to the 
Protestant culture standing in the middle between them. 
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The movement from the left was the Third International, the Socialist 
Movement which gave birth to the Soviet Union. The movement from the right 
was the counter revolutionary movement of clerical fascism which gave birth to 
five states in Europe: Portugal, Austria, Italy, Spain, Vichy-France, along with 
several Latin American states. 

For nearly a decade the Left International has ceased functioning for the 
reason that its offspring, the Soviet Union, has depended during that period 
upon a stable world in which to develop its life and find its strength. 

The Right International, long in existence as the Counter Reformation, 
suddenly took on new life as the Counter Revolution. The Counter Revolution’s 
offspring were born as would be expected after the birth of the Soviet Union. 
Indeed they were in a very real sense reaction’s answer to the Soviet Union. 


The Counter Revolution went a step too far for its own success when it 
stood midwife to the birth of Hitlerism, and yet it is difficult to see how it could 
have avoided it. For Hitler alone had the power to unify Europe and would 
likely have done so successfully if he had acted with a little more restraint. 
Had he acted with even the minimum restraint of Franco he would likely have 
accomplished his purpose. We all helped Franco. Why shouldn’t we have 
helped Hitler? Big Business which runs America and Britain would have 
gladly seen a Counter Revolutionary power rise in Europe which might some 
day remove from the scroll of history the blot of the Soviet Union. 


This was all in the cards and it was coming off quite nicely. What stopped 
it? I believe the things that stopped it were a late, but not quite too late re- 
animation of the British non-conformist conscience and its analogue in America 
which is difficult to name, plus the genius for self-destruction which follows 
always a man or group of men bent on evil, plus an inner consonance of spirit 
or attitude between the non-conformist conscience and the Russian Revolution. 
If this analysis appears far fetched it may be noted that the world power which 
first found it possible, nay necessary, to cement a long term friendship with the 
Soviet Union was Britain, the classical enemy of the Counter Reformation, now 
the first to stand against the Counter Revolution. The auxiliary cause for this 
friendship was of course identity of interests as between the great rising power 
of the Soviet Union with the not quite decadent power of the British Common- 
wealth of Nations. Like it or not as we may, America, the America of the 
Future, must decide in the immediate period now opening upon the horizon, 
whether she will fit her destiny into a common plan with Britain and Russia 
or seek some other pathway to glory. This is the choice before Mr. Roosevelt 
and the American people. 

Since the Soviet Union determined some ten years ago (indeed the decision 
was made long before) to adapt herself to the status quo and became a force 
for stabilization in the world, the Left International known as the Comintern 
began to die of functional disuse and was finally buried by its own child. Of 
the Internationals, that was one down. There is still one to go: the Inter- 
national of the Right, the International of the clerical-fascist Counter Comin- 
tern. Part of this will be settled on the field of battle and its European after- 
math, but by no means all of it. 
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The Counter Comintern did not die when the Comintern was buried, for 
_ the Counter Comintern is also the Counter Reformation and still fights ag- 
gressively and persistently all over the world against the modern democratic 
liberal humanist or Protestant world. Those who deny that this fight goes on 
are merely ignorant of the facts, and the most of them refuse to take the pains 
(and suffer the pain) to look at the facts. 

The Right International is not the Catholic church. Let this be clearly under- 
stood. It does have great power in the Catholic church and in various portions 
of official Protestantism which no longer represent the Protestant spirit at all 
but are rather tails to the fascist kite. The essential truth of Catholicism which 
is the essential truth of Christianity and is held in common with all true Chris- 
tians is the truth of the dignity of man and his holy creativity, a truth which 
ever beckons man in the direction of self-mastery which is only another word 
for democracy. Moreover Catholicism has brought down from the past, even 
the pre-Christian past, both Judaic and Greco-Roman, a rich residue of tradition 
which to lose would be tragic. 

Catholicism, the truth in it as well as the accretions of tradition surrounding 
that truth loses nothing, indeed gains greatly in an environment of independence 
from the state. The dictum that power corrupts is nowhere as true as in the 
church. Let the Counter Comintern take heed. The burial of the Comintern 
has placed the Counter Comintern in a position where she must either show 
her true colors and fight the modern liberal world in its entirety or go out of 
business. THE PROTESTANT considers that it would be not only in the interest 
of the modern liberal world but in the true interest of the Roman church if the 
political Counter Comintern which is but the prolongation of the political 
Counter Reformation should quietly dissolve and disappear from the stage 
of history. 


BISHOPS WILL BE BISHOPS 


Now is the time for religious liberalism to show whether or not its religion 
is sufficiently deep-rooted to give it strength. Liberals are weakening all along 
the line. What they cannot see is that there is no halting on fascism’s road. 
That road ends not in Rome. It proceeds to Berlin. All the detours, all the 
stopping-off places, the mild forms of fascism, end up in the same place. It 
is simply the character of our technological age that we move along these paths 
more swiftly than ever before, that history no less than geography is reduced 
in the scale of our modern world, shrinking in time no less than in space, that 
a thousand years of history are compressed into a decade. 

It is one of the purposes of this magazine to try to help save the church 
from repeating in this country the mistake it has made in other countries of 
going against the people and thereby coming a cropper. We have referred to 
this from time to time and have come to take it for granted that our readers 
were aware of it. 

Now suddenly we are under attack for being anti-church. Some of the 
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bishops are bringing great pressure on our friends to desert us. The Sunday 
Visitor, the Brooklyn Tablet, the Chicago New World, Extension Magazine, to 
mention only a few of the bishops’ papers have attacked us in concert. The 
attack is prolonged and cumulative. Evidently some of the bishops have de- 
cided that we must be rubbed out. I do not believe that Bishop Lucey is of this 
opinion, and I know that many priests and ministers and lay churchmen are 
aware of the service we do the church in pointing out the pitfalls it may fall 
into. 

We are exactly as anti-church as the church is anti-people. Since the part 
of the church that is anti-people is not the true church, and since that true 
church is betrayed by the people’s betrayers, however exalted those betrayers 
may be, therefore we must be conceded to be 100% pro-church, at least in in- 
tention. Whether our intention is made good is a matter which must be 
judged by reference to the record and to the facts. 

Let us take for instance the matter of the Catholic Bible into which there 
crept a very bad footnote and some other ill-advised footnotes and headings. 


The Protestant’s Textbook Commission recently cooperated with numerous other 
organizations, good-will bodies, radio commentators, newspapers and magazines in 
effecting the elimination of the worst of the footnotes which read, “The Jews are 
the synagogue of Satan.’ Some of the bishops’ papers maintained that this note is 
confirmed by the text in the bible. Now the text (Apocalypse 2:9): “I know thy 
tribulation and thy poverty, but thou art rich; and thou art slandered by those who 
say they are Jews and are not, but are a synagogue of Satan.” The bible here says 
clearly that these people ‘‘say they are Jews and are not.’ In other words they are 
not Jews at all. They merely say they are. The Catholic bible and the Protestant 
bible agree in this. Let us quote the same verse according to Moffatt’s Translation, 
“I know your distress and your poverty (but you are rich!) ; I know how you are 
being slandered by those who style themselves Jews (no Jews are they, but a mere 
synagogue of Satan!).” Let us emphasize that this is not a matter between Catholics 
and Protestants or even between Christians and Jews. It is a matter of a footnote 
which forms a perfect weapon to the hand of a Fascist. The Bible says that certain 
people who were not Jews were a synagogue of Satan. The footnote says, ‘“The 
Jews are the synagogue of Satan” and underlines “synagogue of Satan’. So the 
bishops are wrong in their claim that it was unfair of us to call to the attention of 
the Commander-in-Chief of an anti-Fascist army this powerful fifth column weapon 
behind his lines. 

The unwary may question the wisdom of dragging this footnote to the light of 
day. But those who have studied the lore and tactics of Fascism will realize that 
this note furnished potent ammunition for a Coughlinite’s propaganda kit. When 
pointed out to a devout person who might resist the ordinary line of anti-Semitic 
argument it would be hard to resist this clear statement backed as it is by the Con- 
fraternity of Christian Doctrine and the Pontifical Biblical Commission. 

Our activity in having this footnote removed was part of our fight against Fascism, 
and since we could never have succeeded by ourselves alone we would ask those 
bishops who have singled out THE PROTESTANT for attack in this matter to con- 
sider the fact that others beside THE PROTESTANT, notably the Anti-Defamation 
League of B’nai B’rith and the National Conference of Christians and Jews, claim 
some credit for this action, credit which we are most happy to share with them. 


Let me reiterate to the point of weariness that whatever church we criticize, 
our criticism is in the church’s interest, and that in accordance with the principle 
laid down by Dr. Tillich and repeated by him over and over again, our criticism 
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will be especially active and vigilant as we look at those churches usually called 


’ Protestant. 


COLLABORATION WITH COUGHLINISM 


In this connection we may notice that the Religious News Service, 
organ of the National Conference of Christians and Jews, reports the existence 
of “a united front of faiths to promote a common program of action for 
world justice and peace.” Such a united front was proposed, according to this 
report, by the Central Conference of American Rabbis (reform), the largest 
rabbinical body in the world. Also the Rabbinical Assembly of America (con- 
servative) promises to cooperate with other religious groups to the end that 
the voice of organized religion in the world “may be heard in a recognized, 
official capacity” at the post-war peace conference. This idea “received im- 
petus” from the proposal of Dr. Everett R. Clinchy, president of the National 
Conference of Christians and Jews who urged that an international religious 
gathering be held to help “establish religious freedom everywhere’ and to 
build a “decent, orderly and friendly world.” 

This common.action by the three major faiths was supported by the Most 
Rev. Francis J. L. Beckman, Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dubuque, Iowa 
who urges that Protestants, Catholics, and Jews “‘lose no time” in creating unity 
for common action to establish a “just and abiding peace.’ The full text of 
Archbishop Beckman’s address which was delivered at Springfield, Illinois, is 
to be found in The Tablet, Bishop Molloy’s Brooklyn paper. Before Pearl 
Harbor two of the editors of THE PROTESTANT had occasion to present on the 
radio an opposite view to that of Archbishop Beckman who had bitterly attacked 
the President, the national policy, “Britain and Bolshevism”. Archbishop 
Beckman is, to put it plainly, a Coughlinite. Take some random quotations 
from the Archbishop’s speech: “It is not to the interests of the forces of evil 
that this war should end too soon” .. . “a world exhausted with war, depleted 
of its blood and treasure will be more ripe for revolution than for peace” .. . 
“how important is the necessity of unitedly re-dedicating ourselves to the speedy. 
and just termination of this conflict”... “and now, if despite those evil events 
which have forced this terrible spiritual and material war upon us, we unite 
ourselves in the firm determination to win it both at home and abroad, and to 
win the battle for freedom, it will not necessarily be an endorsement of this war 
that the Christian is making, but rather an endorsement of that blessed peace 
for which we should all be striving.” ‘“Therefore,—and particularly in this 
nation, for it is the shining hope of the world (curious how this pagan, prag- 
matic, secular nation can on appropriate occasions suddenly become the shining 
hope of the world!—Ed.), Catholic, Protestant and Jew are enjoined to stand 
together as one united brotherhood in studying and preparing and building for 
this peace which is to come.” 

The archbishop goes on, and how he goes on! “But here again, it will not 
be easy; for the enemies of those truths, both within and without, will strive by 
every stratagem to divide us, to sow dissension and even to promote religious 
warfare among us in order to nullify our prestige at the peace table that again, 
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as at Versailles, they might have a free hand to manipulate the peace for their 
own evil ends.” 

The implication is clear. It is that a good peace cannot be made apart from 
“our prestige.” What is “our prestige’? It is, to put it briefly the Pope at the 
peace table, and in order to effect it Archbishop Beckman is going to permit 
Protestants and Jews to help. Right here is where we must protest as vigorously 
as is in our power, not this time against Archbishop Beckman who follows con- 
sistently the clerical fascist line of a negotiated peace with Hitlet’s fascist 
receivers, but those Protestants who are being led away by a false good-will 
into collaboration with this betrayal of our dying youth. 

We have watched sadly the path upon which these Protestant emissaries of 
“good-will” had set their feet. We watched them being snubbed by the bishops. 
We watched them betray Spain in the hope of relaxing that snub. And now 
we watch the final shame of collaboration with these bishops for which collabo- 
ration they will receive the reward of not being snubbed for the brief period in 
which they collaborate. Strange as it may seem this bait is plainly described 
by the organ of the National Conference of Christians and Jews in the Re- 
ligious News Service release here quoted. “One of the principal stumbling 
blocks to widespread interfaith cooperation in the past has been the unwilling- 
ness of some Roman Catholic bishops to allow their priests and laymen to par- 
ticipate in movements of other faiths. A change of attitude on the part of 
many bishops is expected as the result of the desire of the Vatican for interfaith 
action in meeting common problems outside the field of religion.” 

The history of this age may well be summed up under the title “The Great 
Liberal Betrayal.’ Not only liberal churchmen, Protestant, Catholic and Jew, 
but liberal statesmen as well have been betrayed by their own softness and are 
aiding and abetting with all their accumulated power the very force which aims 
to wipe them out and to obliterate their very memory from the earth forever. 


FRANK STARRATT 


Frank Starratt died the other day in a county institution in Northern New 
York not very far from the town of Hamilton where he once occupied the chair 
of Systematic Theology at Colgate. Starratt was as much a casualty of fascism 
as any soldier killed on the battlefield. His theology was characterized by a 
deep feeling for history and the God of history. His God was a sweating God, 
and Starratt sweat with his God. The placidity of many an academic meeting 
was exasperated by his query: “what are we going to do about it?” He pioneered 
in the fields of rural sociology and comparative religions. He was what some 
official investigators now call with lurid humor a “premature anti-fascist.” He 
was far more premature in his anti-fascism than many of his confreres, one of 
whom, the New Deal-hating George Barton Cutten was and remains pro what 
Starratt was anti. Cutten received his reward in the tasseled cap of a university 
presidency. Starratt too received his reward, a place in the hearts of men 
and women and little children, a motive power towards generous living, high 
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spirits and deep laughter and a tragic sense of responsibility. "lis great heart 
_ was mangled in the meshes of a free church which had becorce the bond slave 
of tooth-paste-money and oil-money. 

Starratt has been reproached by some, who should know better, for not 
having received “comfort” from his religion. It is always a perilous thing to 
say what a man receives from his religion. What he gives from his religion 
is more easily discovered. Standing by this poor scholat’s grave and looking 
into the eyes of the tailor, the cesspool cleaner, the farmers, the university pro- 
fessors, the boys he had taught, now grown and greying, remembering the rural 
churches he resurrected from dead bones to throbbing life, remembering the 
flash of his eyes and wit and his hand whose grip was friendship itself, it was 
not difficult at all to see what great solid courage went from this man and still 
goes from him through the quiet and unquiet ways of men. And it is a fair 
assumption that what came from him he must first have recezved. On your 
way, Frank Starratt! What good (if any) some of us do we do because of you 
and your great integrity. 


THE REAL MEANING OF DETROIT 
Editorial by CLAUDE WILLIAMS . 
—The story is one of enlistment for American fascism. 


The Detroit race riot was touched off by scattered fist fights and irre- 
sponsible rumors announced by radio and newspaper: two white sailors had 
drowned a Negro baby and its mother, two Negroes had raped a white woman, 
and soon. These, as though designed so to do, enraged and outraged the two 
racial groups. 

White sailors became involved in the first fist fight. The deep feeling against 
the discriminatory practices of the Navy and the Los Angeles incident fresh in 
memory were fuel for the sparks that ignited an inflammable mass. The basic 
causes are deeply rooted in the historic injustice of exploiting groups and their 
current world wide manoeuvres to continue such license, the global efforts of 
fascistic and pseudo-democratic forces in opposing the crystalizing democratic 
dynamic among the peoples of the world. 

Reaction always crystalizes in direct proportion to the effectiveness of the 
challenge to the status quo by progressive forces. The progressive dynamic is 
today with the peoples of the world as against the would-be economic and politi- 
cal rulers of the world. The peoples of the world are predominately colored. 
Therefore the index of progress in this country is with the Negro people, i.e., 
if we are right on the issues pertaining to the interest of the Negro people we 
are right on most issues. If we are wrong on these issues we are wrong on most 
issues. 

The Negro people constitute not only the largest and most conspicuous 
minority in the United States but also the minority most vitally connected with 
the world dynamic for democracy and freedom. Therefore reaction crystalizes 
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against them more swiftly and easily than against any other group. Note the 
recent growth of the Klan, the rise of the League for White supremacy, the 
emergence of the Loyal Sons of America, the ascendency of the Southern Bour- 
bons in Congress, the calling off of the Fair Employment Practice hearings; 
discriminations, rumors, riots, hate-strikes, etc. 

Axis agents and native fascist demagogues in their efforts to change the 
complexion of the war from the four freedoms (after we have a big army 
mobilized to fight for these freedoms) work to isolate the Negro from the war 
effort, to use the Negro and the hatred against him to destroy the trade union 
movement—always a prelude to fascism—and then to capitalize all this to con- 
fuse the allied peoples as to the motives of “White America” in the war. 

Persons who “can discern the signs of the time’’ would expect the program 
of anti-democratic forces to be co-ordinated from the top and an indigenous 
approach made to the various strata in our population. That the present offen- 
sive of reaction is closely co-ordinated, well-timed and directed by experienced 
leadership of national influence is obvious. 

Direction: The same pattern is followed whether in Pascagoula shipyard, 
Mobile shipyard, Los Angeles aircraft, Beaumont shipyard, Chester shipyard, 
Newark war production center, Detroit Packard motor arsenal. 

Co-ordination: Not only is this a nation-wide program but it has been in- 
tensified concurrently with the efforts to establish a clerical fascism by religious 
appeasers; the anti-new deal, anti-labor, isolationist program of the N. A. M.; 
the scrapping of the OWI by Negro baiters; the unrest of the miners; the 
anti-labor actions of Congress; the preachments of Rickenbacker; the organ- 
izing of the America First Political Party. 

Timing: It is also significant that this acceleration should climax in three 
outbursts in the past twenty days—Beaumont, Los Angeles, and the most vio- 
lent of all in Detroit, the most strategic tank, plane, motor arsenal of the 
United Nations—just when a second front is thought to be imminent. 

The shock troops of fascism are the victims of economic or cultural or politi- 
cal inequality. They are enlisted by false slogans of rehabilitation. The 
500,000 new population which has come to Detroit within the last eighteen 
months proved extremely susceptible to this technique. 

The ex-southern whites have been victims of oppression, insecurity, want, 
political disfranchisement. They are enlisted by making some one else the goat 
—the Negro or the Jew or both. 

The Negro people have been the victims of the same plus intimidation, a 
double oppression and discrimination. In keeping with their historic urge for 
democracy, they are ready to strike back against any further infringement or 
denial of democracy to them—at home or abroad (and they wouldn't be worth 
a damn in the world fight for the four freedoms unless they did). 

Even the Jewish lads (also of an oppressed minority) were enlisted in the riot 
here with the white hoodlums; and that in spite of the fact that a whispering 
anti-Semitic and pamphlet campaign raged through the plants among the white 
workers, Jewish stores were destroyed right beside unmolested non-Jewish white 
stores. 
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Reactions offensive in its religious aspect include not only the ecclesiastical 
fascists with their program of clerical fascism and the N. A. M. with its scheme 
of roping the respectable clergy into a union-busting anti-Roosevelt isolation- 
ism, but also a long range program to enlist the masses on the basis of their 
religious conditioning and prejudices in anticipation of the time when the issues 
become more confusing and the situation more complex. This program would 
use the honest but unsuspecting work-a-day preacher. Even now elements 
among the industrialists are supporting the “shop preachers” in organizing 
“company tabernacles” within the plants. Dodge Truck Mound Road Plant, 
Dodge Lynch Road Plant, Chrysler Bomber Plant, DeSoto Gun Plant, Dodge 
Main Plant, and others are performing this obvious “company union’”’ finesse. 
I have been informed that the police in many cities are being trained not 
only how to deal with the Negro after the war but how to deal with him now 
in anticipated riots. The handling of this Detroit riot reveals: (a) that the 
police were timid in handling the white rioters and very ruthless in handling 
the Negroes generally, (b) that reaction is crystalizing against the Negro gen- 
erally. Does not the record indicate this: thirty-one people killed, twenty-eight 
Negroes, eighteen said to have been killed by the police, 800 wounded, no 
white person wounded by the police; 1300 in jail, 90% Negroes. 


HENRY SLOANE COFFIN: MODERATOR. ... an appraisal. 
Editorial by JOHN A. MacCALLUM 


The most significant feature in the election of Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin 
as Moderator of the 155th General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in 
the U.S.A. is the conviction that our felicitations should be directed as much to 
the Assembly as to Dr. Coffin. Popular bodies are rarely acute in their ap- 
ptaisal of the virtues of their potential leaders. They are particularly vul- 
nerable to political manipulation and are often misled by sentimentalists and 
demagogues. Frequently the Assembly has given its franchise to self-seekers 
of mediocre capacity, while overlooking men of integrity and vision. Such 
sentimental irrelevancies as an early diet of oatmeal or primary education in 
the little red schoolhouse at the crossroads have often been potent instruments 
in collecting the votes of a majority of the commissioners who constitute the 
annual high court of the Presbyterian Church. 

As a native New Yorker of position, Dr. Coffin lacks these vote getting 
advantages. Furthermore, he is President of Union Theological Seminary, 
which for decades was a focal point of infection in the church because of its 
liberalism. While theological controversy has subsided in recent years, it is 
always a potential deterrent to progressive leadership. Even in the present 
quiescent conditions, many votes were cast against Dr. Coffin on partisan 
grounds. The war was not an issue, yet it is interesting that Dr. Coffin re- 
ceived the support of the pacifists and non-interventionists. However, this 
should not be held against him by patriotic Americans for he is a resolute 
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opponent of pacifism and is firm in his conviction that the war and the peace 
must be won whatever the cost. Yet it is singular that his nominating speech 
was made by a noted pacifist and did not contain a single allusion to the war. 

It was a happy concurrence that the 155th General Assembly coincided with 
the Tercentenary of the Westminster Assembly since few men in the Church 
could present the issues recalled by this anniversary with such insight and 
urbanity as Dr. Coffin. The Church has ample reason to be proud of its 
Moderator who belongs on the roll of the ablest men who have held this 
position. 

In addition to his distinction as a preacher and educator, Dr. Coffin is gifted 
with social vision. He has rendered unique service as a member of the Board 
of Directors of Russian War Relief, Inc. He has also been forthright in con- 
structive sympathy for the Negro. None can accuse him of lack of courage. 
He is neither an opportunist nor a seeker for popularity. Within the normal 
frame of reference his character is of the finest quality. 

The time, however, is ripening for a different and more aggressive re- 
ligious leadership. Protestants are in the valley of decision. The Battle of 
the Reformation may have to be fought again. It is not to minimize Dr. 
Coffin’s splendid abilities to say that he is not equipped to meet these impend- 
ing issues. His personality, with all its firmness and assurance is too aloof, 
too delicately moulded for the rough and tumble of the open forum. Perhaps 
his contribution will be to act as a forerunner of the new Moses who will lead 
the Church out of the morass of appeasement in which it is floundering. Dr. 
Coffin is a child of his generation and is not to be blamed for his heredity. Yet 
the fact remains that if Protestantism is not to become a spent force and to 
take a faded place in the catalogue of exhausted influences, it must accept the 
challenge of ecclesiastical power politics and take a valorous stand against the 
clerical dictators whose purpose is to shackle our minds and smother our 
liberties. 


MISUSING A CHURCH 


Editorial written by Guy EMERY SHIPLER, The Churchman, Chair- 
man; J. EDwARD MosgLEy, The Christian Evangelist; L. O. Hart- 
MAN, Zions Herald, for Associated Church Press Committee. The 
Associated Church Press is for the Protestants what the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference is for the Catholics. We print this 
editorial here as an interesting and significant statement on Roman 
Catholic pressure activities. 


In its recent annual meeting in Toledo, Ohio, the Catholic Press Association, 
corresponding to the Associated Church Press of Protestant journalism in the 
United States and Canada, registered strong protests against attacks by “certain” 
religious and secular magazines in this country on the Roman Catholic Church. 
It declared that there seemed to be “a systematic and sustained attack upon the 
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Catholic Church” by these journals, adding that the Catholic press “will con- 
tinue to do all in its power to promote unity of feeling and of effort among the 
people of this country. In all fairness we demand that all organs of opinion, 
secular and religious, should respect the sincerity of our efforts to assist the 
government and the nation in the present emergency.” It expressed its 
“abhorrence of attacks upon religion and the church.” The editors promised 
wholehearted support to the maintenance of American-Spanish friendship and 
to the creation of a better understanding and a greater feeling of cooperation 
between the Latin-American countries and the United States. 

It is interesting to note that nothing was said by these editors about Roman 
Catholic pressure groups which have been so active and successful these many 
years in banning from the newspapers and the radio of the United States state- 
ments both of fact and opinion adversely critical of the political activities of 
the Roman communion. They did not mention the late war in Spain, during 
which the Roman Catholic Church carried on propaganda throughout the 
United States against the legally constituted democratic Spanish government— 
propaganda in which gross misstatements were made and consistently broadcast 
by such official representatives of the hierarchy as Father Joseph Thorning, 
falsely asserting that the Republican government of Spain was “communist,” 
and that thousands of churches had been burned by the Loyalists and thousands 
of Roman priests slaughtered. The Roman Catholic editors at Toledo made 
no explanation of the fact that editors of Protestant religious journals who de- 
nied these propaganda statements and told the truth about the Loyalists— 
including the fact that the Franco rebellion was engineered and backed by 
Hitler and Mussolini—were labeled by Catholics,—including Catholic editors, 
as “communists,” and ‘‘semi-communists.”’ 

But those at the Catholic meeting promised strong editorial support to the 
maintenance of Spanish-American friendship—that is, friendship between 
America and Franco’s Spain, which beat the legal liberal government of Spain 
into tragic final defeat at Madrid. 

Everyone who knows the facts admits now that our own government's 
failure to lift the embargo against Spain was due to political fear of the Roman 
Catholic Church, and to the personal intervention of the then Cardinal Pacelli, 
who came to the United States for the express purpose of convincing the Presi- 
dent that an embargo should be imposed upon Spain—this embargo which then 
finally led to the destruction of the Republic of Spain. It was a clear case 
where a politically led religious minority terrorized the American majority into 
the adoption of a foreign policy that was detrimental to the best interests of 
the United States. 

The facts which Protestant journals and others presented during the war 
in Spain have long since been proven correct and the Catholic editors wrong. 

It is significant, also, that the journalists gathered in Toledo promised to 
promote better understanding and cooperation between the United States and 
Latin American countries—but neglected to mention the fact that in every 
Latin American country the Falange, Franco’s propaganda front, has been 
strongly supported by the Roman Catholic Church. | 
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Thousands of letters from Roman Catholics poured into newspaper offices 
and radio stations during the period of the war in Spain, threatening a reader 
boycott of these mediums of communication—and many times an advertising 
boycott—if facts and opinions adverse to the Fascist regime in Spain and to 
the Catholic church continued to be printed. These pressure groups have 
continued their threats—with success which should be alarming—to the present 
moment. They have been successful because neither newspapers nor radio 
stations can afford the overwhelming cost involved in loss of the advertising by 
which they live—and because the voice of Protestantism is silent. 


The pressure of the Roman Church is so strong today that broadcasters are 
unable even to comment on the appeasement efforts and international diplo- 
matic negotiations which are now going on in Rome. These efforts are so 
successful that broadcasters find themselves censored when they point out that 
it is incongruous for the Vatican to ask now that the bombing of cities be 
stopped when there were no similar requests while Amsterdam, Warsaw, 
Coventry and Belgrade were blitzed. These Roman Catholic pressures are so 
strong that it has been impossible for any broadcaster to mention the fact that 
the Holy See established diplomatic relations with Japan within ten days after 
Pearl Harbor, although the radio is flooded with sinister speculations as to why 
Russia has diplomatic relations with Japan—this notwithstanding the fact that 
the Russians cannot afford to open a second front before the Allies open a 
second front. This is particularly important in view of the fact that practically 
the only organized body of opinion which continues publicly to oppose better 
American-Soviet relations is the political leadership of the Roman church. 

A few years ago one of America’s most powerful weeklies printed a selection 
of pictures in a social welfare field not approved by the Roman Catholic Church. 
Thousands of letters, threatening a reader boycott if the offense were repeated, 
disturbed those responsible for the journal to the point where staff members 
discussed the problem for hours. Later a letter from one of the most powerful 
representatives of the hierarchy added the threat of an advertisers’ boycott. 
Similar instances can be extensively multiplied. 

When Protestant journals or individuals take issue with such pressure pro- 
cedures, Catholics immediately raise the cry of “intolerance” and “making for 
disunity.” It is a strong weapon against Protestants, as Catholics well know. 
Catholic critics assert that Protestants are attacking their “religion,” when they 
know that the attack is merely against such Catholic practices as those here 
under discussion. If Protestants continue to give way under such false charges, 
they deserve to lose their long-established rights of freedom of speech and 
action. In the meantime, America is paying a heavy penalty for their failure 
to exercise those rights. Protestant editors are eager to promote goodwill and 
religious tolerance, but will be unable successfully to combat such emotional 
movements as the A.P.A. and the Ku Klux Klan if the Roman Catholic pres- 
sure program continues. 

Public opinion can be effective against Roman Catholic pressures. One of 
many possible illustrations is found in the experience of the Lutheran Church. 
_In 1928 a motion picture called Freedom, portraying the history of the Reforma- 
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tion, was brought to this country. The New York State Board of Censorship 
demanded the elimination of sub-titles and scenes which presented the story of 
Reformation “protest” against Roman Catholic practices of the day, such as 
the sale of indulgences, heresy, the Roman court of inquisition, Papal doctrines 
and so on. The board wrote: ‘The reasons for the above eliminations are: 
‘sacrilegious,’ ‘tend to incite to crime,’ and ‘inhuman’.” The deletions would 
have cut the historic heart out of the film. The Lutherans put on a nationwide 
campaign which resulted in the sending of more than 40,000 letters to the 
censorship board. This brought the withdrawal of the original demands for 
deletions and the release of the film. 

The historic essence of Protestantism has been its fighting determination to 
reveal the truth. Let it exercise that determination today. 


LET US PRAY 
Prayer by DAVID LORD 


Be merciful, O Lord, for we have turned the world into a lair unfit for 
wild beasts; we have made murder our god, and have cast our hopes as chaff 
into the pit of hell. We have killed, and have profited in the killing; we have 
torn down the homes of the just, and laid waste the fields of the good; we 
have fattened on the misery of the widow and orphan, and now we are sick 
with our eating. 

For the plight of the world has been made desperate by our deeds, and 
unless you show us a way out, O God, we shall surely perish. The hurricanes 
of doom are loosed upon us, and we are powerless, as leaves before the blast. 

Help us, Almighty God, to understand that we are now reaping the evil 
harvest our own cruelty and violence have sown, that we are brought to judg- 
ment today because we twisted all your teachings into a lie and your command- 
ments into a curse. 

Help us to know that our own selfishness caused us to fall down before 
the golden calf and give the destroyer of man the tribute that was yours. For 
hate and greed nest in our bosom like vipers, and cause us to persecute the 
weak and rob the poor. 

Help us to know that today we again nail your son to the cross, and that 
with him we crucify mankind. For the bodies we break are his body, and those 
we kill are men made in his image. 

Millions of men in enemy lands call upon you today, just as we call: 
and we kill in your name. For the devil has fastened his grip upon the earth, 
and we suffer because we have listened to his voice and have turned our backs 
upon the law. 

We had a world in which millions were in want, and our only answer to 
their plight was to kill them. We profited by their hunger, just as we now 
profit by their death: but an evil deed brings porta evil, and at last we are 
brought low. 
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Give comfort, O Lord, to the mother whose heart we have wrung for gain; 
to the wife who stretches forth her arms in the darkness and finds only empti- 
ness, and silence; to the child whose father we have slain, who henceforth must 
eat the bread of tears. 

Bring comfort into the millions of homes where we have extinguished the 
light of hope, wipe away the tears from the eyes of those who weep for 
the dead. 

Grant, O Lord, that this war will bring an end to killing, that never again 
will our mad race be driven to self-extermination. Grant that the light of truth 
and justice will shine upon the world of tomorrow, that the Christ we have 
slain will come down from the cross and walk among us. 

Help us to, drive the evil from our hearts as ravening wolves are driven 
from the door in winter. And help us, Almighty God, to find and drive out 
from the community of man the evil leaders who coerce us to our undoing. 

Help us to love truth and righteousness with our hearts rather than our 
mouths, so that we will not follow the liar and the cheat, the fascist and the 
believer in force, the luster after power and pelf, the lover of lucre and per- 
sonal gain. 

In shame and humility we kneel before you today, about us the welter of 
your gifts we despised, your truths we betrayed, your world we destroyed. 

Help us, O God, to be worthy of the best among us, to become men before 
we are condemned to live forever as beasts. From the depths we call. We have 
sinned, and we suffer the tortures of the damned. Be merciful, O Lord. Amen. 


THE BEST KEPT SECRET OF THE WAR 


’ By PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


—The fwst of a series of articles on the political prospects for a 
Jewish homeland in Palestine. 


HIS month last summer the situa- 

tion of the British army in Egypt 
was little short of desperate. It had 
lost more than half its manpower and 
the better part of its mechanized equip- 
ment to Marshal Rommel who was 
boasting openly that before six weeks 
were over he would be sleeping peace- 
fully in the royal suite of Shepheard’s 
Hotel in Cairo. And why shouldn’t 
the German commander have been 
confident that final victory lay within 
his grasp? Fortune’s every augury 
pointed in his direction. The Egyptian 
plum seemed ripe for the picking. 
Rommel merely needed to stretch out 
his hand, so to speak, and the British 
Empire’s life line was about to snap in 
twain. Hadn’t he completely nullified 
Wavel’s earlier conquests and hadn’t 
he thrown Auchinleck out of Lybia in 
one brilliantly executed stroke? One 
more such a move, just one more such 
a resounding blow by his perfectly co- 
ordinated Afrika Korps could scarcely 
have any other result but send the 
British reeling across the Canal or 
scurrying for shelter into the trackless 
wastelands of the Sudan. ... 

Rommel’s scoutplanes were over the 
Nile Valley and over Suez within 
twenty minutes after rising from their 
desert-bases. Through his field-glasses 
the Marshal could see the needlepoint 
of Pompey’s Column in the heart of 
Alexandria as clearly as the minarets 
of the Mehmed Ali mosque, all of it 
less than seventy miles, less than a 
couple of good days’ drive distant. He 
had ample cause to be hopeful of ter- 
minating the issue by one last deter- 


mined push. The goal was in sight. 
He said one day that he was playing a 
game of cat and mouse with Mont- 
gomery and that he could make the 
kill whenever he chose to do so. 

The Mediterranean sea lanes were 
dominated by land-based Axis bombers 
so that ships carrying reinforcements 
in men and material to Rommel’s 
Opponents were compelled to make 
the enormous detour around Cape 
Good Hope. Even so, less than half 
the new equipment from Britain and 
America succeeded in getting through 
the packs of submarines hunting off 
the South Atlantic coasts. On the other 
hand Rommel’s own, much shorter 
line of supply remained intact. By way 
of Italy, Sicily, Tunis and Bengazi a 
steady stream of men, tanks, planes, 
oil and munitions was pouring into his 
camp. What could the British do but 
fall back when the already victorious 
Italo-German machine was geared up 
once more and came rumbling for- 
ward? 

Britain’s plight seemed indeed 
irremediable. Her great cathedrals 
were crumbling under the mass- 
assaults of the Luftwaffe. The one 
port city after the other: Portsmouth, 
Southampton, Liverpool, Newcastle, 
Plymouth flared up in the night, turned 
into piles of smoking dust and ashes 
in the morning. Across the Channel, 
twenty-six miles distant, the German 
invasion barges lined the shores from 
Dieppe to Calais and from Ostend to 
Walcheren. The guns and the tanks 
that were to beat England into subjec- 
tion were wheeling up along a hun- 
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dred parallel roads leading to the 
Channel coast. Nazis stood massed in 
Holland, in Denmark, France, Norway 
and Belgium. America’s supplies were 
still a mere trickle. What equipment 
could Britain spare for her armies in 
Egypt when her production had not 
made up for the losses sustained in 
the disaster of Dunkirk and when the 
Russian ally, now pressed back to the 
Volga line by Rundstedt’s sledge- 
hammer blows, clamored in despera- 
tion for help? Singapore had fallen. 
The Japanese army was pouring into 
Siam and Burma. Corregidor surren- 
dered. The valiant Dutch navy sank 
beneath the waves. India was menaced 
and Australia angrily insisted on the 
recall of her divisions and air force 
stationed in the Middle East. 


While Rommel put the finishing 
touches to his preparations for the last 
battle, the bells of Berlin’s churches 
were ringing in anticipation of the fall 
of Cairo and Jerusalem. The Duce or- 
dered the Italian cities ‘‘smothered”’ 
under flags and bunting in joyous cele- 
bration over Britain’s awful predica- 
ment. Young Blackshirts danced in 
the Piazza del Popolo. Not a word 
about the inhumanity and cruelty of 
aerial attacks came from Vatican City 
when it was a case of Protestant Eng- 
land being bombed to smithereens. 
Francisco Franco had his Phalangists 
demonstrate under the windows of the 
British ambassador in Madrid and 
shout their master’s disdain for 
the rocking Empire of Britain 
with the cry: Gibraltar! Gibraltar! 
Over in Paris and Vichy ces messieurs 
of the French General Staff and the 
new Nazi order, the Déats, Pétains and 
Peyroutons, who had brought in the 
German armies to put an end to what 
_ Weygand once called “all this demo- 
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cratic nonsense” rubbed their hands in 
glee as the former comrade now half- 
blinded by sweat and blood, staggered 
on his feet. Their prophecies of Eng- 
land’s fall were at last going into ful- 
filment. The giant was groggy at last. 
The world’s policeman was now obvi- 
ously himself in a trap. They could 
hear his labored breathing and in 
Madrid, in Vatican City, Tokyo and 
Berlin they listened for the death rattle 
to commence. 


In whatever direction they looked in 
that critical hour the British people 
saw little better than enmity, defiance, 
animosity or sullen indifference to 
their fate. Isolationist moralists pro- 
claimed from their platforms and in 
their press that now the transgressions 
of the fathers were being visited on 
the children, that England was getting 
her just deserts under the law of divine 
retribution. All the Empire’s sins in 
Ireland, in India, in South Africa were 
held up to the public gaze. There were 
men in America who calmly envisaged 
the destruction of the British Empire 
as if that eventuality would not have 
shaken the very ground from under 
their own feet. 


It would have been a black day in- 
deed for the human race if scientific 
blackguards, conspirators, churls and 
fanatics had managed to supplant 
Great Britain! 


England stood alone. The world 
held its breath as a great empire 
seemed about to descend into the 
tomb. What is the mysterious power 
that sustained the British people when 
facing a seemingly inescapable dis- 
aster and the gates of hell with a 
stoicism and silent equanimity remi- 
niscent of the gravitas of the Romans 
of the golden age? England stood 
against the world: flesh and blood 
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against fire and steel. Yet not a 
whimper came over her lips. The Eng- 
lish soldier, remarked a man who saw 
them, grows silent and faces death as 
if he has a secret with his Maker. 
England was silent in the summer of 
1942. It was her greatest hour! 


But the crux of the desperate situa- 
tion lay in the Near East. And there 
an ominous and sinister stillness pre- 
vailed in the British army’s back. The 
King of Egypt and his ministers had 
refused to lift one little finger in the 
defense of their invaded country. We 
know from diplomats who were in 
Cairo at the time that Nazi victories 
were commented upon with hopeful 
smiles and an exchange of meaningful 
glances in the palaces on the Nile. In 
Palestine the effendis (landed aristo- 
crats) were telling the fellaheen (peas- 
ants): ‘Now go and sell your land to 
the Jews and be quick about it, for in 
a month Hitler will be in Jerusalem 
and you will not only have your land 
back but you will have everything the 
Jews possess! Let the knives be sharp- 
ened! The great day is about to dawn! 
The Jews’ protector is beaten!” 


Twenty-four hours of the day the 
radio stations of Bari, Palermo and 
Berlin were screaming the promises of 
Mussolini, the ‘Sword of Islam” in the 
Arabic language: loot unmeasurable, 
death to the English and Jews! The 
two honored guests of Adolf Hitler: 
the ex-Mufti of Jerusalem, Hai Ameen 
Husseini and the ex-Premier of Irak, 
Raschid Gailiani Bey announced their 
speedy return and a settlement of old 
scores. In the mosques of Bagdad, 
Cairo, Aman, Jerusalem, Damascus 
and Mosul, a careful investigation re- 
vealed, ulemas and muftis time and 
again worked up the Believers to a 
frenzy of excitement by pointing to the 
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nearness of the hour of quittance in 
blood with all the roumis and infidels. 

Let us have done with the prepos- 
terous myth of the Arabs eagerly wait- 
ing for an opportunity to rush to 
Britain’s aid! The truth is that the so- 
called Arab world, that is to say the 
princes, potentates, imans and emits, 
were yearning to stab Britain in the 
back. King Ibn Saoud, who was sud- 
denly to declare himself an ally of 
Britain and America in Life magazine 
recently, had not a word to say and 
could not spare a single trooper, camel 
or donkey when Rommel stood at 
Alamein. The Iman of Yemen had to 
be watched constantly. Both princes 
received subsidies from the British 
Government to keep the peace. In 


Irak, whose attempt to oust the British 


garrison and hand over the Mosul oil 
fields to Germany had just been de- 
feated, the instructors and students at 
the War College in Bagdad, as one 
British Intelligence officer relates, were 
still lamenting, a year after the event, 
their failure to establish contact with 
Nazi paratroops at the time of the 
revolt. 


Had one German division set foot 
on the Syrian or Palestinian shores, the 
British command in Egypt would have 
had a conflagration in its back running 
from the Persian border to Hama- 
drauth and Aden. As it was, more 
British troops were required to patrol 
the doubtful Arab areas and cities, 
especially in Egypt, than there were 
actually facing Rommel’s Afrika 
Korps in the Lybian desert... . 

Not only in the Near East were the 
prospects utterly gloomy, the skies 
were darkening everywhere. Just as 
Rommel was stealing up and crouch- 
ing for the last leap at Suez to cut the 
British Empire’s jugular vein, the Red 
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Army received the full impact of Hit- 
ler’s concentrated attack in the Donetz 
basin. Timoshenko was forced to 
abandon Russia’s most powerful in- 
dustrial area, the richest coal mines 
and the strategic railroads of the Cau- 
casian transportation system. Sebasto- 
pol fell. Novorossisk followed and 
the entire Kuban district. The Nazis 
were pouring from the Crimea into 
Caucasia. They were marching around 
the shores of the Black Sea. In a few 
weeks’ time they stood in the passes of 
the Transcaucasian Mountains within 
sight of Russia’s refineries and oil 
fields. They were on the point of seiz- 
ing those raw materials which would 
have enabled them to go on fighting 
indefinitely. 

In the border areas of Europe and 
Asia it was for the German high com- 
mand, as much as on the borders of 
Asia and Africa, merely a question of 
one more determined push, of deliv- 
ering one more crippling blow: the 
coup de grace. Like the arms of a 
monstrous octopus—Rommel on one 
side, Von Rundstedt on the other— 
the German armies were enveloping 
the whole Near and Middle East in a 
gigantic pincer movement... . 


At that moment the British high 
command thought the game was up. 
Winston Churchill personally tele- 
graphed the military authorities in the 
Near East to construct a set of bridges 
across the Tigris and Euphrates Rivers 
in Irak. His order had preeminence 
over all other pending tactical plans 
or projects of defense. London feared 
a simultaneous German breakthrough 
on the Nile at Alexandria, on the 
Volga at Stalingrad and in the Cau- 
casian Mountains near Baku and Tiflis. 
If that had happened, it must be obvi- 
ous, the British armies in the Near East 
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would have been cut off. In the event- 
uality of a breakthrough and _ the 
two German armies converging 
towards each other, through Syria 
from the North and through Sinai 
from the South, there was no other 
solution indeed but to retreat, if the 
British armies were not to be caught 
between two fires and to be annihil- 
ated. It was therefore planned, if the 
breakthrough occurred, to abandon the 
Suez Canal, abandon Sinai, Palestine, 
Lebanon, Transjordan, Syria and Irak 
and to attempt a retreat in the general 
direction of Persia. To facilitate the 
retreat and save as much material as 
possible bridges were to be thrown 
over the two great Mesopotamian 
rivers. 


But where get the steel and the 
material and the technicians and the 
crews of workers to build those 
bridges? The British army in Egypt 
could not spare a single engineer. 
Material was not known to be any 
nearer than Leeds or Birmingham... . 
After a few days deliberation, British 
military commanders in Egypt and 
Syria were on the point of notifying 
London that the plan could not be 
carried out and that quickly another 
scheme for the retreat must be pro- 


vided. 


It was at this moment that a Jew 
from Czecho-Slovakia, a businessman 
who lives in Palestine, happened to 
come into the office of the British mili- 
tary commander in Jerusalem. The Jew 
had come to get the Commander's sig- 
nature for an order of sheet metal 
which his small plant manufactures. 
As he sat in the antechamber at Gen- 
eral Headquarters in the old Russian 
Compound he saw several officers 
come out of the conference room. 
When he was summoned to come in 
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himself, he found the Commander 
with a harassed face bent over a map 
of Irak and sighing disconsolately: “It 
can’t be done! My God, I don’t see 
how it can be done!” 

Timidly the Jew inquired what the 
trouble was and the Commander ex- 
plained to him the predicament he was 
in: the immediate vital need of bridges 
in Mesopotamia, the lack of experts 
and material. ... “I am afraid we are 
caught,” he said, biting his fingernails. 

“No,” said the Jew, ‘we are not...” 

“If those bridges aren’t built we are 
definitely caught,” repeated the Com- 
mander. “The British armies are in a 
trap. There is no other word for it. . .” 

“If you let me, I will build those 
bridges for you,” said the Jew. 

The Englishman looked up. “You?” 
he said. “Do you know what is in- 
volved? Do you realize that this is an 
engineering feat of the first magni- 
tude, the Euphrates, mud flats, miles 
wide. . . . Did you ever build a bridge 
before?” 

“Yes,” said the Jew, “I built two 
bridges, two of the largest in Europe, 
one over the Danube and one over the 
Moldau in Czecho-Slovakia. . . . I also 
built the subway in Berlin... .” 

“Great God man!” exclaimed the 
Englishman, jumping from his chair 
and seizing the Jew by the arm, “do 
you know what you are saying?” And 
again he explained the fearful plight 
of the British armies. 

“Yes,” said the Jew, “we are all 
in a terrible situation if there is a 
breakthrough. . . . Our old people, 
about a third of Palestine’s Jewish 
population carry poison in their 
pockets .. . ready to die. Our young 
people will fight to the last, to the 
bitter end, of course. But we all know 
that the civilians cannot be evacuated. 
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... Still the army must be saved... . 
If you give the word I will build the 
bridges.” 

“Where will you get the men?” 

“Leave it to me!” 

“Where will you get the material ?” 

“Leave it to me!” came back the 
Jew again. “Just let me go to Irak and 
have one good look and I will tell you 
in a few days how soon the job can be 
done ja.9)s0 

It was left to him. And the Jew 
built the bridges. ... 


Before British forces invaded Syria 
where the Vichyite regime was smooth- 
ing the way for a German invasion, 
twelve Jewish boys answered the secret 
call of the British military authorities 
in Jerusalem to undertake the hazard- 
ous job of blowing up the oil installa- 
tions in the port-city of Tripoli 
(Syria), the terminus of the French 
branch of the Mosul pipeline. British 
soldiers could not be sent, as France 
and Britain were not at war. Moreover, 
the raiders had to be men who under- 
stood both French and Arabic as cir- 
cumstances might force them to spend 
a considerable time in Syria before 
they would have an opportunity of ap- 
proaching the refineries which were, 
of course, under heavy guard. 


The Jewish boys who volunteered 
were told that not only must they not 
expect a reward or recognition in the 
event of a successful conclusion of the 
raid, but that if they were caught 
Britain would have to repudiate them 
and even denounce them as spies and 
saboteurs and wash her hands of them 
completely. If they should be captured 
and put to torture, they were told, they 
were not to divulge who sent them on 
their mission of destruction but take 
the secret with them into death... . 
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Under command of a British officer 
the twelve volunteers worked out their 
own plan of attack and one night 
dashed off in a speedboat crammed 
with high explosives from Haifa Bay 
for the Northern port. They came 
through the crowded harbor of Tripoli 
undetected, got ashore and found their 
way to the oil installations, over- 
powered some French guards and 
started their work of demolition. Of 
course the alarm was given at once 
and they were surrounded while still 
busy setting fires and tossing their 
bombs around. There was no chance 
of getting back to their boat. It is not 
known whether they were formally 
executed or cut down on the spot. 
After the British occupation of Syria 
remnants of their bodies were found 
in a shallow grave near the shore and 
identified by Hebrew lettering on the 
clothing. ... 


Fifty Jews, inhabitants of a Galilean 
agricultural colony named Hanita cut 
across the country on the night when 
the British decided to invade Syria and 
made for the Lebanon coast where 
they captured a French fort, set up the 
abandoned machine guns and held two 
bridges on either side of the fort so 
that the regular British troops coming 
up along the coastal roads should not 
be interrupted in their advance which 
would have been the case if the French 
had been able to destroy the two 
bridges across the deep ravines. The 
Jews from Hanita fought off seven 
mass attacks by regular French troops 
before the British column marching 
up from Acco finally came in sight. 
They had used their last cartridges and 
hand grenades and were fighting with 
knives and axes. . . . The French 
troops caught between the fort and the 
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oncoming British column surrendered 
and the first phase in the conquest of 
Syria was over... . 


All the Northern colonies in Pal- 
estine served as bases for the Aus- 
tralians in their lightninglike descent 
on the Vichy-held country of Syria. At 
the head of each invading British col- 
umn (there were seven of them) into 
the Hauran and Lebanon, marched 
Jewish boys from the Galilean colonies 
who acted as guides and who, at the re- 
quest of the military authorities, had 
for weeks previously familiarized 
themselves with the trails and general 
topography of the inhospitable border 
regions. ... | 


It was a Jewish battalion that held 
Tobruk during the long siege. 

It was a group of Jewish volunteers 
who were put into German uniforms 
and who actually mixed with the 
soldiers of the Afrika Korps when 
General Montgomery wanted to find 
out Rommel’s dispositions at Alamein. 

It was a Jewish major who led the 
battalion that turned the flank of the 
famous Mareth line. 

It was a Jewish general who organ- 
ized and supervised the immense prob- 
lem of Montgomery's supply on the 
1300 mile trek through Lybia and 
Cyrenaica right to the gates of Bizerte 
in Tunis where he was killed. 

It was Raziel and a band of Jewish 
volunteers who saved the precious re- 
fineries of Mosul at the time Irak 
called in the Luftwaffe and attacked 
the British garrisons. 

It was a Jewish battalion that landed 
at Tobruk and drove the Germans out 
of that town and then struck at Rom- 
mel’s rear when he still stood poised 
victoriously in Helfaya Pass. 
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It was a mixed unit of Jews and 
Australians that went to the aid of 
the hard-pressed General Leclerc who 
had marched up from Lake Tschad to 
Ghadames, and who saved the famous 
French column from annihilation. 


In the fateful hour when Britain’s 
fate hung in the balance and when 
Rommel boasted that insofar as he was 
concerned it was all over but the 
shouting, the little land of Palestine 
placed at the disposal of the British 
Empire and its armies in the Near 
East an industrial apparatus of seven 
thousand factories, large and small. 


It may sound fantastic, but it must 
be said for it is the truth: nobody, 
neither the British high command nor 
Marshal Rommel had counted on Pal- 
estine to play the role it did in that 
battle of which future chroniclers will 
declare that it was decisive of the 
world’s destiny. Of course, everybody 
knew that Palestine existed and what 
its resources were. But it was not real- 
ized what Palestine meant: a powerful 
instrument of victory in the hands of 
that Jewish community, which threw 
itself into the struggle with a whole 
heartedness and zeal that multiplied 
the country’s industrial effectiveness a 
hundred fold. It’s the spirit of the 
Jews that counted! 

While certain politicians in neigh- 
boring Arab countries stood aside and 
sulked and in some cases gave unmis- 
takable signs of joy over what they 
thought to be the imminent British 
debacle, the Jews of Palestine stepped 
forward as a man, voluntarily, not 
waiting for army call.... 

The world will learn some day and 
it will remember at the Peace Confer- 
ence what certain Arab chieftains in 
Irak, Egypt and Saoudia, who pro- 
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claimed themselves the loyal allies of 
Britain and of the United States after 
Rommel was beaten at the gates of 
Alexandria, what their attitude was 
when Montgomery himself said pri- 
vately that only a miracle could save 
itt ve 

Jewish Palestine was part of that 
miracle. Jewish Palestine was one of 
the imponderables that turned the tide 
against Hitler at the moment when he 
and almost the whole world least ex- 
pected it. 

Besides the thirty odd thousand 
Jews who were incorporated into the 
Eighth British Army, Jewish indus- 
tries and Jewish agriculture in Pal- 
estine supplied General Montgomery 
with bandages, pharmaceutical articles, 
precision instruments (the Carl Zeiss 
work of Jena having been transferred 
to the Holy Land a few years pre- 
viously) shoes, tobacco, fruit, vege- 
tables, wheat, wine, X-ray apparatus, 
cement, soap, chocolate, spare parts 
for automobiles and trucks, sandbags, 
timber, tents, linen, uniforms, trucks 
and buses (taken from the Palestinian 


transportation system) laboratory 
equipment, electric appliances, meat, 
photographic material, waterpipes, 


stationery, typewriters, glassware and 
crockery, bedding, mattresses, maps, 
sheet metal, parachutes, disinfectants, 
shovels, water pails, cutlery, hammers, 
saws, nails, screws, saddles, camels, 
mules, horses, railway equipment and 
steel. 

All that material and equipment, as 
necessary to an army as bullets and 
bread, did not need to be transported 
through submarine infested oceans. 
It was there, on the spot, at the mo- 
ment it was needed most. 

Palestinian Jews lugged the oil and 
gasoline from Haifa and Mosul across 
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the Syrian and the Sinaian deserts to 
Montgomery’s mechanized forces. 


Palestine furnished to the British 
armies in Lybia, Eritrea, Ethiopia and 
Somaliland, thousands of doctors, 
nurses and dentists. 


It placed the great Hadassah medi- 
cal center of Jerusalem at the disposal 
of the Empire. 


At the same time Palestine fur- 
nished the Turkish army with 100,000 
pairs of boots and all the pharmaceuti- 
cal articles and precision instruments 
Ankhara required... . 


For so remarkable and telling a 
show of devotion to the democratic 
cause and for so heroic and loyal, al- 
though unostentatiously rendered a 
performance of service to the British 
Empire in the darkest hour of its his- 
tory, the least that could be expected 
from the British Government even at 
this late date, one would think, is a 
public recognition of Jewish valor and 
an acknowledgement of Palestine’s 
Jewry’s share in that momentous vic- 
tory which frustrated Germany’s de- 
sign to break through to the sources of 
raw materials in Africa and Asia and 
link up with the Japanese. 


Wendell Willkie said while on a 
visit to the Holy Land that the meas- 
ure of freedom to be gained by the 
peoples of the Near East, in the post- 
war era—and the Jews are one of 
these peoples—will depend on what 
contribution they made in the actual 
waging of the war. Willkie said that; 
not Churchill or Eden or Lord Cran- 
borne, the Colonial Secretary. These 
men were silent. The British press was 
silent. Not a single British, or Ameri- 
can newspaper for that matter, gave 
its readers the merest inkling of the 
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material and strategic importance of 
Palestine and the role it played in the 
furious battle for the domination of 
the African and Asian markets that 
raged for the better part of two years 
in the Lybian desert. 


Never once was a case of Jewish 
heroism mentioned. Not a word leaked 
out of that numerically small Jewish 
community standing there like a rock 
in the smouldering hostile Arab world 
at the back of the British army. As 
little as possible was said of Jewish 
soldiers standing side by side with 
Englishmen, Australians and South 
Africans facing the fearful odds pre- 
sented by Rommel’s overwhelming 
superiority. And yet the Near East 
swarmed with foreign correspondents 
from the beginning of the campaign 
to the end. 


Palestine Jewry’s effort in the war 
must be considered the best guarded 
military secret of all! 


But why that niggardly attitude, 
that obviously officially-inspired mu- 
tism? Britain,.or its ambassador in 
Washington, Lord Halifax, who 
knows what is going on in the United 
States, could with one word have 
silenced the whispering campaign set 
in motion by Dr. Goebbels according 
to whom “the Jews are quite capable 
of starting wars but they leave the 
fighting and all honest work to 
others.” Lord Halifax or the British 
Information Service in the United 
States could have pointed to Palestine, 
a country under British Mandate, 
whose Jews did fight, where, out of a 
Jewish population of half a million, 
one hundred and thirty-seven thous- 
and, who were not allies, not British 
subjects, nor recognized as belonging to 
one of the United Nations allied with 
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Britain, volunteered for service the 
_ moment the war broke out. 

What does Britain seek to hide? 
Isn’t Hitler, who has slaughtered a 
larger number of Jews than the British 
Empire has suffered in casualties, to 
know that Jews are men who will fight 
back when they have arms in their 
hands? 

Aren’t the Arabs to know that even 
if Britain could not count on them, she 
could rely on the Jews, till the bitter 
end if needs be! 

What somber and sinister game is 
being played behind that shield of in- 
difference and silence on the subject of 
Palestine Jewry’s contribution in the 
war against the Axis? 


That legitimate information on and 
recognition of Palestine’s achievements 
and Palestine Jewry’s role in the war 
was withheld by design and purposely 
by the British authorities was clearly 
shown in May this year when the dele- 
gates to the Conference on Refugees in 
Bermuda were instructed to leave Pal- 
estine out of consideration in their “ex- 
ploratory” canvass of the four corners 
of the earth for a prospective haven of 
refuge for the Jewish masses now 
under the Nazi terror in Europe. 

At that conference the British dele- 
gates sought to persuade their Ameri- 
can colleagues to recognize the validity 
of the British Government’s White 
Paper which bars Jewish immigration 
into the Holy Land beginning with the 
spring of 1944. That was, it seems, 
the sole purpose of the Bermuda Con- 
ference insofar as the British Govern- 
ment is concerned: have the White 
Paper accepted by the U. S. A. 

Jewish Palestine was therefore not 
tc be mentioned in dispatches, the sup- 
port Palestine Jewry gave unstintedly 
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to the British Empire was to be ignored 
because the Colonial Office wants to 
forestall any possible Jewish demands, 
which might logically be forthcoming, 
to scrap the White Paper and admit 
the brothers of the Palestinian Jewish 
soldiers, the weary wanderers of Israel 
into that land where the economic, so- 
cial and religious framework for their 
reception and integration has been 
built up, is functioning and is ready to 
receive them. 

If the British Colonial Office is to 
have its way, the Jewish people are to 
be confronted with an unassailable 
and unchangeable fait accompli next 
spring: the remnant of the martyred 
Jewish masses in Europe who have 
nothing to look forward to but the last 
great exodus to their Promised Land 
will see the gates to freedom and to a 
decent normal life shut in their faces. 

And it is not Hitler, I am deeply 
sorry to say, but the Government of 
Great Britain that is carefully and 
cynically planning to perpetrate this 
almost unimaginable piece of cruelty. 
Britain is not waiting for some peace 
conference or some new conference on 
refugees to discuss and debate the 
problem of the Jews of Europe, where 
they shall go or what is to become of 
them after the war. 

The British Government is trying to 
settle that problem now, arbitrarily, 
without consulting either the interna- 
tionally recognized Jewish Agency for 
Palestine or any of the sovereign states 
who committed themselves, by ratifica- 
tion of the Mandate over Palestine, to 
participate in an attempt to solve the 
problem of Jewish national homeless- 
ness by providing Israel with a Na- 
tional Home in the Land of Israel. 

The mighty empire of Britain, 
which has just come through the valley 
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of the shadows itself, is depriving the 
homeless Jewish masses of their only 
and last hope by what its agents and 
diplomats are now doing in the Near 
East. When the Prime Minister of 
Irak, Nouri Pasha speaks of a plan of 
reorganization in the Near East, or 
when Ibn Saoud suddenly reverses 
himself and says that he is opposed to 
the settlement of Palestine by the Jew- 
ish people, it is Jacob’s voice we hear. 
But the hand is Esau’s. And Esau’s 
address is not Bagdad or Taif, but 
Whitehall, London, England! 


No sooner had the threat to Egypt 
and Suez been successfully parried and 
eliminated by the brilliant victories of 
the Eighth Army under General Mont- 
gomery, than the British Government 
announced a vast program of recon- 
struction in the Near and Middle East. 
With this singular display of haste, it 
betrayed the insincerity of the answer 
that is usually given to those men and 
organizations in Britain and America 
who plead and insist that planning for 
reconstruction in the post-war era 
should begin at once, that is: without 
waiting for the end of hostilities. 


Unofficial planning commissions, 
study groups, church bodies and in- 
dividuals carrying on research in post- 
war problems, if any notice is taken of 
their endeavors at all are constantly 
made to feel that a discussion of the 
shape of things to come is rather in- 
expedient and premature so long as ac- 
tual warfare continues. Only when the 
smoke and dust of battle have sub- 
sided, the post-war planners are told, 
when emotions and passions have been 
assuaged in a more or less lengthy 
period of “cooling off” when reason 
may be expected to have replaced blind 
rage, when calm has returned and the 


June-July 


turmoil of catastrophic or world- 
important events can no longer dis- 
tract the studious deliberations of com- 
missions, conferences and parliaments, 
then only is the time come to think of 
and plan for the future. No energies 
should be wasted, no deflections al- 
lowed to sidetrack the great goal in 
view: the utter and final defeat of the 
Axis. It is a good argument, for it 
appeals to the sense of patriotism of 
the vast majority of Americans and 
Englishmen, 


But it is a trick! It is nothing less 
than a cruel hoax that is being perpe- 
trated on the peoples of the world. 
For while discussion is thus silenced or 
allowed to course into channels of in- 
nocuity and harmless faddism, the gov- 
ernments are doing the very opposite 
of what they preach. They are laying 
the foundations of the world of to- 
morrow now. They are working fever- 
ishly to place before the people ac- 
complished facts on the day when hos- 
tilities cease... . 

There will be little opportunity or 
desire when a war-weary humanity at 
last hears the “cease fire” signal and 
when a sigh of relief goes up from the 
earth, to reopen such vexatious ques- 
tions as India, or France, or Spain or 
Palestine. People will want to be rid 
of all those problems, of everything 
connected with the war and return as 
quickly as possible to the ways of 
peace. 

Those who would then seek to open 
the discussion, or rather, ask or suggest 
that the long postponed deliberations 
cn post-war reconstruction be officially 
opened, will be advised, if they have 
not discovered the truth beforehand, 
that everything has been settled long 
ago, that discussion and debate are apt 
to disturb the precarious equilibrium in 
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the international field that has just 
- been established by almost super- 
human efforts, and to leave well 
enough alone. 

When the offer of help of China's 
armies in the reconquest of Burma is 
turned down, it means that the fate of 
China in the post-war world is being 
settled now. For by that refusal of 
Chinese help it is made clear that 
China is not to have a say in the post- 
war reconstruction of the Far East, but 
is destined to be what she was under 
the status quo ante, the reestablish- 
ment of which, as Mr. Frank Knox 
said, is the objective of a forthcoming 
Anglo-American offensive in the Far 
East: a semi-colonial Empire to be ex- 
ploited by the Western Powers. 

When M. Giraud, who said: “my 
creed is that professional organizations 
are better than political agitation. . . 
I believe in work and graduation val- 
ues and in the necessity of having an 
elite... . I believe in youth and cheer- 
fulness. .. . I believe in the army and 
its enduring values,” when this man is 
placed at the head of a French army 
which is to invade France, it means 
that France’s fate is being decided 
now, that a police force is going to be 
cn hand to keep democratic institu- 
tions from emerging in France and 
that the Fascist corporate state is to be 
imposed on the French people. For 
these things: ‘‘the élite,” “‘the profes- 
sional organizations,” a Croix de Feu 
variety of Kraft durch Freude and “the 
enduring value of the army” as such, 
that is Fascism! 

When the British High Commis- 
sioner in Palestine announces “a vast 
plan of reconstruction” and this vast 
plan turns out to be a scheme for re- 
forestation and when at the same time 
he insists that the White Paper which 
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bars further Jewish immigration must 
stand, then the fate of Palestine not 
alone, but the fate of millions of Jews 
in Europe is not only being settled but 
it is their doom that is being pro- 
claimed. 

The British Government is not 
merely out to stop immigration and 
switch the endeavors of Palestine 
Jewry from industrialization to agricul- 
ture, but it is deliberately steering a 
course that will liquidate Zionism and 
destroy, by rendering sterile, the great 
achievements of the Jewish pioneers in 
the Holy Land! 

Not Jews, but Arab politicians from 
such countries as Egypt, Irak, Trans- 
jordan and the Nejd were convoked to 
Cairo in March and April this year to 
discuss the future of. . . . Palestine. 

Not Jewish Palestine, which had 
strained its every energy in the strug- 
gle against Rommel, but Irak which 
had tried to stab Britain in the back in 
the military revolt of 1941, was admit- 
ted to the ranks of the United Nations 
this year, because, as one of Irak’s 
spokesmen said, his country wants a 
seat at the peace conference to discuss 
... ‘the rankling problem of the Jews 
in Palestine.” 

Not the Jewish people, who stood 
by Britain on what looked to be the 
Empire’s day of doom, were called 
“the noble allies’ of England and 
America, but Ibn Saoud of the Hejaz 
and Wahabites, who had cautiously 
taken up a position in the grandstand 
when the fighting was going on as he 
had done previously in the first world 
war when the battle raged against the 
Turk in Mesopotamia. 

“There is going to be trouble in 
Palestine,” declared Sir Ronald Storrs 
recently after a week’s investigation in 
the Holy Land. “The Arabs are rest- 
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less. . . . There will be bloodshed if the 
Jews do not accept the White 
Paper oc 

Twisting the words of Lord Josiah 
Wedgewood out of their context and 
meaning, the Colonial Secretary de- 
clared in the House of Lords, that the 
Zionists want to rob the Arabs, seize 
their land and that the Arabs are afraid 
the Jews will swamp them and drive 
them into the sea. 

Another nobleman, Lord Moyne, de- 
clared that he could assure the House 
that the Arabs would not leave the 
bones of their forefathers in Jewish 
hands. . 

That was one argument the Arabs 
had never yet thought of: the bones of 
their ancestors. . . .! 

But why all these demonstrations of 
bad faith on the British Government’s 
part? Why this extraordinary solici- 
tude for the Arabs of Palestine from 
whom the Jews have taken nothing 
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but their poverty and diseases? Why 
this repudiation of the Mandate’s and 
the Balfour Declaration’s express 
terms that Britain is “to facilitate the 
close settlement of Jews on the land” 
in Palestine? 

Why is the Prime Minister of Irak, 
a land of a million or so camel-drivers 
and Bedouin cattle rustlers, allowed to 
interfere in the affairs of Palestine, a 
country with which Irak has not even 
a boundary or a railway line in com- 
mon? 

Why must the doors of Palestine be 
closed to immigration when that coun- 
try has taken in and absorbed more 
Jewish immigrants than all the coun- 
tries of the world combined since Hit- 
ler’s advent to power? 

[In the next issue: Irak: the leader of 
a Pan-Arab Bund! 

In the issue following the next: 
Does Britain Plan to Liquidate Jew- 
ish Palestine ?] 


The Brooklyn Tablet (Bishop Molloy's paper) of July 3 publishes a report of a 
Mass in honor of the 27th anniversary of the ordination to the priesthood of Rev. 
Charles E. Coughlin, celebrated at St. Joseph's Church, Brooklyn, and attended by 1500 
a6 ps The Tablet says: “A large number of non-Catholics also were present.” Edward 
Lodge Curran, notorious Eastern colleague of Coughlin and President of the Catholic 
Truth Society, spoke and according to the Brooklyn Tablet said: 

“We were loyal in the glorious days of his [Coughlin’s| Christian leadership. We 


were loyal when his vibrant voice went out over the airways into the homes of the com- 
mon people of the land, to tell them the story of the Encyclicals of Pope Leo XII and 
Pope Pius XI, ...~ We were loyal when he denounced the red cancer of Communism 
for corrupting the body politic of America . . . we shall remain loyal until the end 

. we still believe in the cause of social justice . . . we still believe in the cause of 
Christian Peace . . . we still believe that Father Coughlin has a greater right to the 
public platform than a former Communistic inmate of Atlanta Penitentiary. We still 
believe that Father Coughlin has a greater right to stand before the microphone than the 
highly paid radio commentators who still malign his priestly personality. We still believe 
that at a priest and a patriot he is second to none throughout the United States of Amer- 
ica. And believing we shall continue to pray for his return to the microphone and the 
press and the public platform of America.” 


THE SECOND BETRAYAL OF FRANCE 


By XXX 


—"There isn’t any France at the present time.” 


LTHOUGH THE de Gaulle- 
Giraud controversy has been 
widely reported in the American press 
and direct Anglo-American interven- 
tion against de Gaulle openly ac- 
knowledged, the real forces governing 
the French question have not been ex- 
plicitly stated. 

The real forces controlling Anglo- 
American policy about France are sim- 
ply the imperialist interests of England 
and the United States, and the real is- 
sue behind the de Gaulle-Giraud con- 
troversy is simply the question whether 
France shall be a sovereign power or 
whether it will permit its empire to be 
divided into Anglo-American spheres 
of influence and its domestic, economic 
and political policy to be shaped from 
London and Washington. 

The imperialist interests which 
Washington and London have consis- 
tently pursued throughout the war and 
which have dictated all major deci- 
sions in the way the war has been 
fought by the Anglo-American gov- 
ernments are, from the point of view 
of British and American imperialism, 
legitimate and even necessary. 

This necessity arises from: 

1. England and the United States 
are now, and will continue to be after 
the war, the dominant capitalist group 
in the world sustained by the greatest 
naval power which ever existed. In or- 
der to make this power operative and 
secure in the post-war peace, it is neces- 
sary for Washington and London to 
secure economic and strategic foot- 
holds and outposts round the world. 


President Roosevelt, July 9, 1943. 


And since the United States is emerg- 
ing and will emerge as a power even 
greater than Britain, the British Em- 
pire is no longer enough to insure this 
greater power against the possible am- 
bitions of any other group of powers. 
It is feared that this new group of 
powers could be concentrated on a 
European basis around a_ reborn 
France. 

2. Washington and London fear 
that a revolutionary and nationalist 
France would disentangle the whole 
cartel system which the Germans have 
so carefully built up in the past years, 
and which in the opinion of Washing- 
ton and London should be transformed 
into cartels dominated by British and 
American capital after the war. 

3. The political and military weak- 
ness of the French Empire in 1940 
was one of the factors which 
forced Britain and America to turn to 
help for Russia since this was the only 
remaining land power capable of fight- 
ing German imperialist aggressions. 
Since Russia is a socialist state, they 
don’t want to risk having to rely on 
Russian power in the future. One of 
the ways by which this possibility can 
be avoided is for Britain and America 
themselves to control the French Em- 
pire. 

In the course of the war, therefore, 
one of the major objectives of Anglo- 
American policy has been to acquire 
control of the empire of its onetime 
ally, France. However, considerable 
jockeying between the two great pow- 
ers has occurred under the pressure of 


28 THE PROTESTANT 


developing events before the joint pol- 
icy now in operation was achieved. 

Britain’s original support of de 
Gaulle was dictated primarily by the 
fear of the British imperialists that 
Washington would use the war to ad- 
vance its own interests at the expense 
of British imperial interests, reducing 
Britain to a second-class power or at 
best a junior partner of the United 
States. The Churchill imperialists 
hoped to use de Gaulle as a weapon 
against this threat. 


Britain’s shift to support of Giraud 
was made inevitable by the fact that 
in the course of the war de Gaulle ral- 
lied behind himself the entire French 
underground and became a real repre- 
sentative of the people of France. 

The stated war aim of the French 
underground and the de Gaullist 
movement, a popular, democratic and 
sovereign French regime, constitutes a 
direct threat to British and American 
war aims of preserving the status quo 
of the British Empire and of expand- 
ing American imperial interests. A 
democratic French government would 
have to pursue a liberal policy in the 
French Empire. 


The pressure created by the rallying 
of democratic French forces around de 
Gaulle—as well as the pressures cre- 
ated by the continued existence of oth- 
er democratic forces in Europe—have 
forced Washington and London to 
postpone for the present the conflict 
of British and American imperial in- 
terests in order to handle the growing 
threat to their war aims represented by 
democratic and popular forces. These 
forces threaten both British and Ametr- 
ican capitalist and imperialist interests 
and have pushed them into a joint pro- 
gram of establishing respective spheres 
of influence throughout the world and 
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of undermining the democratic move- 
ments on the continent. 

The conflict between British and 
American imperialist interests and 
those of French democracy was first 
clearly revealed in Syria. 

For years before the outbreak of the 
present war the French government 
had promised independence to Syria. 
This independence, however, was nev- 
er granted by the pre-war governments 
of France owing to the pressure of the 
British government. Syria is an Arab 
state and the British feared that an in- 
dependent Arab state in alliance with 
France could create unrest throughout 
the Middle Eastern regions of the 
British Empire. Syria is, furthermore, 
strategic to British imperial interests 
in the Middle East. A glance at the 
map will show that Syria is in a posi- 
tion to close the door of Iraq to the 
British. Irak, nominally independent, 
is the center of British oil production. 

However, after de Gaulle with the 
aid of the British, reconquered Syria, 
he immediately granted it full inde- 
pendence. This was the beginning of 
the rupture between de Gaulle and 
the Churchill imperialists who tried to 
prevent the move. 


The British government, at the time 
and since, has made perfectly plain its 
fears that the independence of Syria 
(if not supervised by British officials) 
will cause the Middle East, and Pales- 
tine in particular, to become a fortress 
of Arabian unrest after the war. 

De Gaullist officers, stationed until 
recently in Syria and now in the United 
States, report that the British, ever 
since de Gaulle granted Syria its in- 
dependence, have conducted a large 
scale campaign of pressure and in- 
trigue against the de Gaullist move- 
ment and against Syrian independence. 


1943 


With the invasion of North Africa, 
the campaign has gathered momentum 
and is increasing in strength and force 
daily. The campaign now is taking the 
direction of attempting to persuade 
and bribe de Gaullist officials in Syria 
to desert to Giraud. 

The British and Americans are now 
agreed, these sources report, that de 
Gaulle must have no influence in Syria, 
now or in the future, and that Syria, 
along with French possessions in Af- 
rica, must fall under the rule of 
Giraud. 

As a result of this open campaign 
of intrigue in Syria, de Geaullist 
authorities in Algiers have become 
convinced that there is a definite 
partition scheme worked out between 


London and Washington concerning | 


the establishment of spheres of British 
and American influence throughout 
the entire French Empire. 

According to these authorities in 
Algiers, this partition scheme gives the 
United States spheres of influence and 
strategic footholds on the Atlantic 
Coast of Africa. In addition, these 
sources state, the Americans have 
made clear that they want to control 
the west coast of the Mediterranean. 
American spheres of influence thus in- 
clude Dakar, Casablanca and possibly 
Algiers. 

The British, these sources report, are 
given spheres of influence in the 
French Empire in the Middle East and 
the Far East, notably Syria and French 
Indo-China. 

The Americans are particularly in- 
terested in acquiring control in Dakar 
and Casablanca, according to these re- 
ports from Algiers. Proof of this can 
be found in the fact that so outstand- 
ing a spokesman as Walter Lippman 
in his new book on American foreign 
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policy stresses that the United States 
in order to fulfill its commitments to 
South America must have the West 
Coast of Africa under control. ‘Lipp- 
man apparently thinks this control can 
best be exercised through alliance with 
a democratic France. Washington, 
however, is playing safe, believing 
that such control can only be assured 
by a puppet-like French regime respon- 
sive to its pressures and control. 

Because Dakar economically and 
strategically is vital to the United 
States, Washington has tried for 
months to keep a man like Boisson, 
who has always been ready to sell him- 
self to the highest bidder, as governor 
general of French West Africa. How- 
ever, as eatly as May, Washington re- 
alized that Boisson might have to be 
sacrificed as a gesture to popular pres- 
sure and sent Rear Admiral William 
A. Glassford to Dakar with the title 
of personal representative of the Presi- 
dent in French West Africa and with 
the rank of a minister. 

This appointment received scant 
publicity although the role of Glass- 
ford in Dakar is even more important 
than that of Robert Murphy in North 
Africa. Glassford is said to be an ex- 
pert in building air bases. The Fight- 
ing French are unable to understand 
the President’s haste in sending a man 
of Glassford’s rank to what is juris- 
dictionally an unimportant French col- 
ony. The move can only be understood 
by assuming that Washington has al- 
ready worked out definite plans for 
control of Dakar and West Africa aft- 
er the war. 

The French Administration of West 
Africa, since the ousting of Boisson, 
is headed by a de Gaullist, Pierre 
Charles Counarie. But it is as much 
under the thumb of Glassford as the 
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real policy in Algiers is under that of 
Murphy and the British Minister 
MacMillian. 

This is the Washington-London par- 
tition scheme for the French Empire as 
reported by authoritative on the spot 
de Gaullist officials. 

Its success hinges upon destroying 
the influence of de Gaulle and of the 
French underground, as Washington 
and London fully realize. 


Washington and London fear both 
a France of the extreme left and a 
France of the extreme right. A leftist 
France carries the danger of a liberal 
French imperial policy, more explicitly 
the danger of a carrying out of a broad 
program of ending exploitation both 
in France and the Empire. A rightist 
France carries the danger of an ex- 
treme nationalism unwilling to accept 
cictation at home or in its empire. 


To Washington and London, Gen- 
eral Giraud represents the ideal com- 
promise between these two possible ex- 
tremes. He belongs to those French- 
men, who without being open Nazis 
or Fascists, realize that because of their 
failures as politicians and leaders in 
pre-war France a new France will not 
permit them to remain in power. Gir- 
aud and those he represents have only 
one aim: a post-war France which will 
let them survive and control. 

To achieve this aim, the French un- 
derground, whose symbolic leader is 
de Gaulle, must either be crushed or 
deprived of any real power. This aim 
coincides with the aim of Washington 
and London. The only powers which 
can promise Giraud and his followers 
immunity from the French under- 
ground are England and the United 
States. In return for this immunity, 
Giraud must acquiesce in Anglo- 
American demands for spheres of in- 
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fluence and any other demands Wash- 
ington and London may choose to 
make. 

This quid pro quo is already being 
worked out. Giraud has time and 
again demonstrated his suitability for 
the role in which he is now cast. The 
chief point made by Giraud in his fa- 
mous Testament, drafted in his Ger- 
man prison and completed in Vichy in 
1942, was that he would not permit a 
Popular Front government in post-war 
France. Giraud clearly stated that the 
French Popular Front was responsible 
for the French debacle and equally 
clearly outlined an anti-democratic au- 
thoritarian program for post-war 
France, a program which, significantly, 
also made clear that France, under his 
leadership, would not pursue an ag- 
gressively nationalistic policy but 
would confine itself to the family-re- 
ligious pseudo-nationalism originally 
articulated by Petain as a means of 
putting over acceptance of domination 
by a foreign power. 

Giraud’s Testament undoubtedly 
had much to do with Washington’s 
choice of Giraud as French leader and 
British acquiesence in that choice. For 
it is essential to the Washington and 
London post-war programs that no 
popular front governments come to 
power in France or in any other coun- 
try in Europe. 

All of Giraud’s speeches and state- 
ments of policy have emphasized his 
anti-democratic and authoritarian pro- 
gram for France, an implicit promise 
to Washington and London. 

Washington and London, in turn, 
have pursued a policy of attempting to 
render the French underground impo- 
tent insofar as any role in post-war 
France is concerned. Washington and 
London would undoubtedly try to 


1943 


crush the whole underground move- 
ment if they could. But this is not pos- 
sible since they must use the under- 
ground for purely military and stra- 
tegic purposes during the war. 

Furthermore, an open crushing of 
the underground would be difficult to 
force down the throats of the British 
and American people, who, although 
they have not as yet shown sufficient 
power and unity to change the charac- 
ter of the war being pursued by Lon- 
don and Washington, nonetheless 
have created obstacles and embarrass- 
ments to that policy. 


What Washington and London can 
do now, and what they are doing, is 
to try to corrupt the leadership of the 
French underground, to infiltrate it 
with “reasonable” men and to force 
it to take in all those who, while sup- 
porting Vichy, are not as compromised 
as a Laval and who were sufficiently 
wise to maintain contacts with Ad- 
miral Leahy while he was Washing- 
ton’s Ambassador to Vichy. 

One of the important steps in this 
policy was the dispatch of Major Gen- 
eral Marie Emile Bethouart, principal 
representative of Giraud in the United 
States, to Algiers the first week in 
June. 

André Geraud (Pertinax), one of 
the leading and authoritative journal- 
ists of pre-war France and today the 
leading French journalist in the United 
States, reported (in a dispatch in the 
New York Times June 5) that Gen- 
eral Bethouart was sent to Algiers on 
an ‘important political errand” which 
included impressing upon de Gaulle 
the necessity “to reform drastically the 
activities of the Fighting French in 
London.” 

Pertinax continued: “For one thing, 
the Gaullist propaganda, it is claimed, 
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cught not to continue on its usual lines 
in occupied France and the under- 
ground movements there ought to 
broaden their program—to strive for 
a larger union of Frenchmen than has 
hitherto been consonant with their doc- 
trine and practice. In short, it is as- 
sumed by many, that the underground 
movements must not indiscriminately 
treat as enemies all who were friends 
and associates of Marshal Henri Phil- 
ippe Petain in 1940, 1941 and 1942.” 


General Bethouart, furthermore, ac- 
cording to Pertinax, was charged with 
impressing upon Giraud and de Gaulle 
“that a thoroughly balanced regime 
must be the outcome of the present ne- 
gotiations and discussions. Were Gen- 
eral de Gaulle and the Fighting French 


‘to absorb the North African group, to 


regiment or expel any great number 
of officials and military leaders under 
General Giraud, or anyhow, to refuse 
to treat them as equal partners, moral 
and material support might not be 
forthcoming to the same extent as for- 
merly from Washington and London.” 

The fact that Washington and Lon- 
don have withheld recognition from 
the French Committee of Liberation 
in Algiers, leaving it merely a kind of 
goodwill association, stems directly 
from the strength the de Gaullist 
forces have shown, since his arrival in 
North Africa. 

A further step in carrying out the 
policy of destroying the power and 
unity of the underground was the ar- 
rival in Algiers in May and June of 
some 2000 French officers and gener- 
als to join the forces of Giraud. As a 
good many commentators have point- 
ed out, the “escape” of those officers 
could not have been engineered with- 
out the cooperation of the Nazis (who 
naturally are glad to cooperate in any 
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move against the underground). Nor 
of course would the escape have been 
made without prior assurance of wel- 
come from Anglo-American authori- 
ties in North Africa. 

The point to be made, however, is 
that these two thousand French offi- 
cers, 2s well as the many Vichy busi- 
nessmen, bankers and industrialists 
who have flocked to North Africa 
since the occupation, are escaping not 
from the Nazis, with whom many of 
them have cooperated in friendly fash- 
ion for three years, but from the French 
underground. Had they remained in 
France they were slated to be deprived 
of all power and prestige, possibly 
even their lives, by the just retribu- 
tion of the French people whom they 
betrayed. From North Africa they can 
retum to France under the banner of 
Giraud, protected by British-American 
ams. They are useful instruments in 
the Anglo-American policy of render- 
ing the French underground impotent, 
for they will be glad enough on their 
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Own account to help destroy it. 


from Moscow are merely a part of the 
same Anglo-American policy. 

Tt is dear that only the French un 
derground and its ives in 
exile, the Fighting French, can set up 
and maintain an independent, sover- 
€ign and democratic France. Any oth- 
er French government, which is not 
representative of the will of the French 
underground, must call on and rely on 
foreign assistance to keep it in power. 

Washington and London want, and 
from the point of view of their im- 
perialist interests need, a French gov- 
ernment they can control. Their pol- 
icy against the French underground 
and de Gaulle is consistent and a dem- 
Onsiration that the interests of cartel- 
capitalism and imperialism cannot co- 
exist with those of true democracy and 
the welfare of the people. 
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JAPAN FIRST—DETOUR FROM VICTORY 


By RALPH BATES 


Ne the Japan Firsters and you 
have a sufficient refutation of the 
views put forward by these wreckers, 
as the New York Herald Tribune has 
called them. Here they are, that ugly 
phenomenon Arthur Krock, Washing- 
ton’s sourest correspondent, the Daily 
News, whose Washington man 
gloated over the anxiety Senator 
Chandler's speech would cause in Mos- 
cow; Col. McCormick; Senator (Mac- 
Arthur-for-Pesident) Wandenburg and 
Senator Taft, the Tweedle-dum and 
Tweedle-dee of Total Mediocrity; 
Senator Walsh, the sneering Senator 
Wheeler; and the backstairs busybody 
who encouraged Chandler, William 
Bullitt. Nor must we forget, as 
William Shirer has told us, that the 
screaming Goebbels and the Italian ex- 
perts in hollow voice production have 
also endorsed Chandler's demand that 
we switch our main effort from Europe 
to the Pacific: 

But refutation is not enough. We 
must understand what lies behind this 
manoeuvre; what harm it may do, and 
was intended to do to the body and 
soul of the United Nations. For even 
though the Japan Firsters have been 
temporarily defeated and the planning 
of a European action is going forward 
the campaign initiated by Senator 
Chandler's outburst was only a first 
assault. The conditions under which 
it seemed possible to these men to 
make their first open-air appearance 
will recur. Every time the Germans 
are driven back upon some new de- 
fense line, so that it can be argued that 
their army is safely hemmed in, the 
switch-the-war-plan party will regard 
it as an opportunity. Before North 


Africa there were Japan Firsters. 
Their arguments could be met with the 
powerful contention that the Suez and 
all it means must be secured to us. 
That contention prevented many of 
them from speaking openly. North 
Africa being won they are now ready 
to come forward. If we invade Italy 
and expel the Germans beyond the 
Brenner, the Japan Firsters will again 
raise their clamor. They will do this, 
I believe, just so long as the Wehr- 
macht is deep in the Soviet interior. 
Because this is so it is important, de- 
spite the apparent defeat they have 
suffered to study the real meaning of 
their proposals. 

It is with the underlying political 
intentions of the Japan Firsters that 
we shall be chiefly concerned. Their 
military arguments need examination 
cnly to show that they spring either 
from defeatism, or are hatched up to 
serve a badly disguised political pur- 
pose. This latter is clearly the case 
with Senator Wheeler, in whom one 
notes a certain diffidence in the use of 
military arguments. That, doubtless, 
is because this is the senator’s second 
appearance as a military thinker. Did 
he not once say, in the blessed time of 
America First, that the Luftwaffe was 
invincible? Did he not declare shortly 
before Pearl Harbor that we were 
“safe now and for years to come’? 
Did he not include in his case for isola- 
tion the whole story of Germany’s im- 
pregnability hatched up by Lindbergh? 
He did. To have to use the same 
makeup twice is embarrassing. 

The other type of military argument 
used by the Japan Firsters is most 
clearly seen in Colonel Sweeney, 
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author of a currently boosted book 
Moment of Truth, His defeatism is ex- 
posed by the Colonel's urgent advice to 
fortify Abyssinia. Don’t laugh: we 
must immediately fortify Abyssinia un- 
til it bristles with guns, as the only sure 
means of preventing the Japanese and 
German pincers from meeting in the 
Near East! While Mussolini cringes 
and Goebbels changes his tune from 
Strength through Joy to Strength 
through Fear, this is the advice this 
Japan Firster gives us. Again, this in- 
dividual proposes that the Russian 
Armies shall retreat to the Urals there 
te serve as our flank guard while we 
make war on Japan from Siberia. Here 
is effrontery and defeatism combined! 


But to turn to the political basis of 
Japan First. There are several, all of 
them unrealistic and reactionary and 
all closely related even before they 
were joined together by consanguine- 
ous marriage. The old isolationism 
now hides its discredited face behind 
this warlike mask. Anti-Sovietism in 
various forms does likewise, as does 
pro-fascist appeasement. So too does 
militarism and imperialism, though as 
yet these two latter evils have done 
no more than peep from the wings. 
The Daily News, for example, is a 
Japan First paper. Quite recently, upon 
the occasion of Churchill’s speech in 
support of Eden’s mission to this 
country, the Daily News once more in- 
sisted that we must have no post-war 
connections with Europe. Collective 
security would mean the surrender of 
some part of this country’s sovereign 
tights. Collective security would also 
fail to prevent the outbreak of new 
wars. The only safe course, concluded 
the Daily News, is to militarize upon 
the basis of conscription and universal 
military training. That is to say, the 
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former opponent of military prepared- 
ness and collective security now urges 
post-war militarism as the American 
alternative to collaboration for peace! 
Isolation, Japan First, Militarization. 


The connection of these things is not 
an accidental one, for all of them 
represent so many devices for break- 
ing the whole movement for social re- 
form. The Daily News, of course, is 
also opposed to the New Deal! This 
chain of ideas is nevertheless incom- 
plete without imperialism, which 
would necessarily make its appearance 
sooner or later if this country became 
permanently militarized. It would not 
be long before the advocates of big 
armies would seek to calm popular 
protests by trying to make their armies 
pay what are called “dividends.” 


Anti-Sovietism is a much more com- 
plex phenomenon and includes many 
who are not isolationists and are op- 
posed to any change in the war plans 
of the United Nations. Yet Japan First 
is very largely made up of people who 
hate, fear or distrust the USSR and 
who have never shown any desire to 
come to an understanding with that 
power. The reason is obvious. To 
catty out what is proposed by these 
people (almost all of them former ad- 
vocates of appeasement of Japan) 
even if it did not cost us our eventual 
victory, might well deprive the Soviet 
of the entirety of its young manhood 
and bring Russian economy to the 
point of collapse. That is the in- 
tention. Even if it could be shown that 
victory could be quickly obtained in 
Europe, as I believe Max Werner has 
done, this section of Japan First would 
not be moved. Soviet Russia, cost what 
it may in suffering for all of us, must 
be destroyed or enfeebled. 
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And since it cannot be charged 
against the USSR that it is hindering 
the achievement of victory, the anti- 
Soviet Japan Firsters prefer to talk 
about necessity of ovr winning the 
peace. Utilizing certain frontier prob- 
lems of the USSR, problems that can 
undoubtedly be solved by wise diplo- 
macy, everything is done to make it 
eppear that some uncrossable chasm 
divides us from the USSR and that 
Moscow is exclusively responsible for 
this. The suggestion is that Moscow 
has its idea of the peace and we have 
ours and that there is no agreement 
possible. Moreover, we often find that 
Japan Firsters accomplish the absurd- 
ity of urging America to take no part 
in collective security while charging 
the Russians with desire to dominate 
the post-war cooperative system! It 
is this last contention, that if we de- 
feat Hitler first Stalin will “dominate” 
the peace, which provides the main 
foundation for the case made out by 
Senators Chandler and Wheeler. I 
quote from the latter, “We have no 
assurance that should the war against 
Hitler end first, Russia would be called 
upon to fight Japan, and England 
might then be so involved in prevent- 
ing a post-war upheaval in Europe fol- 
lowing the defeat of Hitler as to 
render her unable to come to our aid 
in a substantial way in the Pacific... 
on the diplomatic front which Presi- 
dent Wilson proved to be of equal 
importance to the military, we also 
seem to be operating at a disadvan- 
tage. The conquered nations of Europe 
and other freedom loving peoples are 
not interested in a choice of dictator- 
ships but in an end to tyranny, and 
the enlistment of their services seems 
necessary to early victory.” There are 
many logical flaws and strategic errors, 
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not to speak of veiled immoralities, in 
this argument. 

First let us look at the purely logical 
flaws, the interior inconsistencies. The 
British army has two functions to ful- 
fill, in order to satisfy the senator. It 
has to repress “upheavals” and fight 
against Japan; the former role to take 
precedence. Note that in this stage of 
Wheeler's arguments the word is “up- 
heaval,”” meaning revolution. 


In the next stage, however, one 
reads that “the European peoples are 
not interested in a choice of dictator- 
ships.” We may remark in passing 
that apparently it would not be a dic- 
tatorship on the part of the British 
army to repress popular revolutions 
so universal as to engage the entire 
forces at the disposal of London. But, 
continuing, we may ask who would 
seek to impose dictatorships? The up- 
rising people themselves? There is 
plain self-contradiction here, for if the 
popular desire to establish what the 
senator chooses to call dictatorship 
were so vast as he envisages, then it 
could hardly be called by that name 
at all. Perhaps the senator realizes 
that all the Japan Firsters, appease- 
ment mongers and collaborationists of 
Europe might be dictated to, might be 
cleared out bag and baggage by the 
popular revolution. 

Next, the senator says that we must 
enlist the services of the conquered 
people of Europe if we want early vic- 
tory. The senator has already rejected 
early victory, however, by refusing to 
open the second front in Europe (lest 
we defeat Hitler too soon). But this 
is not the only contradiction in this 
part of his argument. We must en- 
list the European peoples, for an early 
victory. Yet how shall that be done if 
we indefinitely postpone our landing 
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in Europe? Not only must we land 
in Europe before we can enlist the full 
services of the conquered peoples, but 
we must do it soon. The senator, how- 
ever, believes that it is much better to 
leave Hitler's army, its rear only mo- 
lested by underground saboteurs and 
revolutionists (whom Wheeler clearly 
fears) and by the RAF. He cannot re- 
tort that a possible landing will always 
force Hitler to keep a large force in 
Western Europe for Wheeler would 
remove that threat by sending our 
main forces to the Far East. That 
switch in our plans, indeed, would be 
a direct invitation to Hitler to hurl all 
his might, including the bulk of his 
so-called ‘Fortress troops,” against the 
Soviet, with possibly disastrous conse- 
quences. That, I think, explains why 
this school of thought (save the 
words!) has so nostalgic a love for the 
Ural Mountains. 


Let us for a moment contemplate 
the political bankruptcy, the sheer 
cynicism, which this contradiction ex- 
poses. Britain and the USA have to 
prevent European revolutions, accord- 
ing to this anti-Soviet ultramontanist. 
But since this might be difficult be- 
cause of our preoccupation with the 
Far East, the best course is to leave 
Hitler’s army as sanitary protection for 
Europe until we can safely take over 
the task. We have, I suppose, become 
callous through too much witnessing 
of evil; otherwise the senator would 
hardly dare to suggest, as he here does, 
that in order to prevent the possible 
uprising of European peoples they 
must be made to suffer several more 
years of fascism! 


If this course were followed two re- 
sults might be expected to follow. The 
Russians might reasonably conclude 
that the basis of abiding agreement 
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between the capitalist world and the 
Soviet Union does not after all exist, 
while the people of Europe might jus- 
tifiably consign the USA and all Sen- 
ator Wheeler considers this country 
stands for to the devil. A Rotterdam 
or Parisian worker or intellectual, see- 
ing the Japan First political strategy 
followed, would be doing a complete- 
ly natural, if not logical, thing if he 
moved unequivocally to the side of 
Communism. He might argue that as 
his children’s lives had been forever 
stunted or lost because of America’s 
reactionary politics he could place no 
further trust in us. This is what Mr. 
Wheeler calls “enlisting the services” 
of that worker. 


Some of the strategic errors in the 
Japan First case have come to light 
during the foregoing examination. The 
military arguments, however, are so 
insubstantial that they need further 
analysis only to show the immorality 
of their use. The Japan Firsters know 
that at present we cannot mount two 
massive offensives at the same time. 
They utilize this fact to plead for the 
primacy of the Pacific front. At the 
same time they demand that the 
USSR join us in an all-out attack on 
Japan, or permit us to use Russian 
territory, which amounts to the same 
thing, a Russian war with Japan. But 
while they contend that we must first 
destroy the enemy in our rear before 
attacking Germany, they ask Russia to 
open a new front without the enemy in 
her rear having been destroyed. 


And note two more things. First 
the enemy in Russia’s rear would be a 
far more deadly enemy than Japan 
can be to us, for Hitler’s army stands 
on Russian soil, and, according to the 
Japan Firsters, could be expected to 
advance to the Urals. Second, even if 
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Russia were to join us in an immediate 
all-out offensive in the Far East, every- 
one of the arguments so far advanced 
by the opponents of a Western Front 
would at once be applicable to the Far 
East. If it is too difficult to invade 
Europe then the Japan Firsters would 
at once contend that Russia must also 
bear the principal burden in the East, 
as the only power geographically able 
to open a military front. 

And again, since those who fear 
upheaval in Europe must also fear it 
in the Far East they would be impelled 
to invent yet another manoeuvre where- 
by the Soviet would be bled. All this 
is sO apparent that it is hard to be- 
lieve that the Japan Firsters are not 
talking with their tongues in their 
cheek. Nothing more clearly shows, 
not merely their nationalist and par- 
ticularist conception of strategy, but 
their faithlessness also. How different 
from the sanity of President Roose- 
velt’s and Prime Minister Churchill’s 
declaration that a Russo-Japanese war 
at this stage is definitely not in the 
interests of the United Nations. 

Upon the diplomatic level it is al- 
most incredible that such a damaging 
proposal could ever have been made. 
It tells the Russian government bluntly 
that the only solution we can devise 
for the differences between us is to 
have Russia bled white by our joint 
enemies. If such men as Senators 
Chandler and Wheeler and their sup- 
porters were ever to obtain power in 
this country it would be to confirm 
Moscow in all its old fears. 

For a moment let us suppose it 7s 
put into effect and that Russia never- 
theless survives. Having been con- 
fessedly abandoned for the express 
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purpose of weakening her, it would be 
quite understandable if she were to 
decline to make any move to help our 
armies when they did land in Europe. 
There would be nothing treasonable 
toward the United States in it if the 
Russians were to reply “Gentlemen, 
you went off into the Pacific confess- 
edly in order to have our country 
devastated. You have succeeded all 
too well. We are now unable to help 
you with an all-out offensive. You 
must do the fighting yourselves.” That 
reply might well be the solid truth. 

So unstatesmanlike, (or shall we say 
“undiplomatic” to please the cynics of 
Japan First?) is the public expression 
of their case that we may deduce some- 
thing from it. If the Japan Firsters 
expected to force President Roosevelt 
to accept their ideas then they did 
their cause a palpable disservice in 
warning the Russians of their ulterior 
purpose. One is tempted to conclude 
therefore that they did ot expect their 
ideas to be accepted. In that case they 
were either unscrupulously attacking 
the administration or seeking to mold 
public opinion for some other purpose. 
What could it be? Could the Japan 
Firsters have a negotiated peace at the © 
back of their minds? It would not sur- 
prise me in the least. 

One might carry this analysis much 
further, but I imagine it is now quite 
evident that the Japan First movement 
is nothing more than the contemporary 
expression of the old appeasement 
idea. For that reason it is important, 
despite their temporary defeat, for this 
country to be on its guard. The United 
Nations have much to fear from these 
people. Japan First is their mask to- 
day; they have a score of others. 


Il. G. FARBEN'S PEACE OFFER 


By HEINZ POL 


—Busy Nazis who know they have lost the 


re TIME last June several Amer- 
ican papers published the follow- 
ing United Press dispatch from Lon- 
don: 

“Dr. Stengracht, Secretary for State 
in the German Foreign Office and 
close collaborator of Joachim von Rib- 
bentrop, Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
has bought an estate in Andalusia, 
Spain. His family is already living 
there.” 

This is just one little example of a 
movement which has been going on 
for months and which is accelerating 
its pace from week to week: the ex- 
odus of Nazi leaders and pro-Nazi big 
shots from Germany. According to re- 
liable observers in neutral countries, 
scores of German industrialists and 
bankers have bought or rented estates, 
or taken apartments in Sweden, espe- 
cially in the southern part of that 
country. 

The interest of German bankers and 
higher Nazi officials in Switzerland is 
even greater: at least 3000 to 5000 
families of wealthy German business- 
men or officials have taken up perma- 
nent residence in Zurich, Davos, Inter- 
laken, Lucerne and other Swiss resorts. 

As regards Spain, the above men- 
tioned Dr. Stengracht is not the only 


Nazi leader who hit upon the idea of . 


establishing himself as a prospective 
“Grande.” Foreign observers in Ma- 
drid and Barcelona who keep in touch 
with Spanish real estate agents note 
that similar transactions have become 
a daily routine. 

The Germans are so eager to reset- 


war but think they can win the peace. 


tle themselves as quickly as possible 
that they usually pay every price de- 
manded in Swiss gold francs, Swedish 
crowns, or even in dollars and pounds. 
Informed sources in Portugal and Ar- 
gentina report the same phenomenon, 
adding that some Germans have gone 
as far as applying for citizenship pa- 
pers for which they are willing to pay 
fantastic sums in gold. 

In many cases these German big- 
shots use a neat little trick to get out 
of Germany as inconspicuously as pos- 
sible. First they will send their wives 
and children abroad, arguing that they 
need a rest from the terrible bomb- 
ings. This period of rest which origi- 
nally was intended to last but a few 
wecks is then extended, and finally the 
family buys property and decides to 
stay ‘for the duration.” 

Take, for instance, the case of the 
Goebbels family: In the summer of 
1942, Mrs. Goebbels and her children 
first went to Denmark. Since Denmark 
apparently did not prove to be suffi- 
ciently restful, they moved to Switzer- 
land. There, too, they did not seem to 
find a convenient place, so they trav- 
eled on to Spain. And now we hear 
that this illustrious family has made 
up its mind: it will stay in the land of 
Franco not only during the summer, 
but for the coming winter as well. The 
family has just purchased a nice spa- 
cious castle near Seville. There will be 
enough room for the husband and 
many higher officials of his Ministry 
of Propaganda, in case they should 
feel that they, too, need a rest outside 
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of bomb-ridden Germany... . 

The rats are leaving the sinking 
ship. But fortunately for them, Provi- 
dence has arranged it in such a way 
that they do not have to swim far in 
order to reach safe shores from where 
they can look forward to a comfort- 
able post-war existence. 

When Germany’s sudden collapse 
came during the first World War, the 
large majority of German imperialists 
were caught unawares, for they had 
calculated that resistance would con- 
tinue until 1919 and maybe longer. 
Even at that time they had deposited 
millions in Switzerland and made a 
number of business arrangements with 
their friends abroad. Nevertheless, 
they had counted too much on a favor- 
able outcome of the war to be properly 
prepared for the catastrophe. 

True enough, a few weeks after the 
conclusion of the armistice and even 
before the signing of the Versailles 
Treaty, the German imperialists were 
again in the saddle. But all in all, it 
had been rather a hazardous game, and 
it might be unwise to risk it again, par- 
ticularly since the political and eco- 
nomic conditions will be far more cha- 
etic and the whole international situa- 
tion a hundred times more complicat- 
ed when Hitler Germany breaks down. 


And since the practical consequences 
of the unconditional surrender might 
bring unpleasant surprises even to 
those German imperialists who are 
convinced that this term does not ap- 
ply to them, they nevertheless prefer 
to “surrender” beforehand to their 
friends in neutral countries. So long 
as London and Washington do not ap- 
pear to object to the present regime in 
Spain, it seems fairly safe to buy prop- 
erty around Seville or Granada and to 
be discovered peacefully raising orange 
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trees at a time when the whole world 
will be crying for their punishment. 

Also the new totalitarian regime in 
Argentina, the great neutral of the 
western hemisphere, certainly has 
raised the hopes of those well-to-do 
Germans who think to survive the 
troubled next few years somewhere in 
the pampas. 

But the present emigration from 
Germany is not confined to those who 
have no other wish but to enjoy quietly 
the fruits of their Nazi or pro-Nazi ac- 
tivity. Others who are presently emi- 
grating and who are loudly declaming 
their anti-Hitler sentiments to the 
world, calculate more soberly. They 
are of the opinion that after the war 
the German industrialists, economic 
leaders and bankers—yes, even a few 
generals—will be urgently needed for 
the reconstruction of the world. It is 
true that the American and British and 
—God forbid—perhaps the Russian 
occupation armies will see to it that 
chaos in Germany will be prevented. 
But militaries, even the best in the 
world, cannot run factories or conduct 
complicated financial transactions. 
Only experts can do this. Of course 
such experts must not be Nazis; pref- 
erably, they should have no political 
conviction at all, but should be inter- 
ested exclusively in the smooth func- 
tioning of their factories. 

Therefore these most recent “refu- 
gees” figure that after the military de- 
feat and the unconditional surrender 
of the Third Reich, thousands of big 
business experts will be needed in Ger- 
many. All the more so as after the war 
Germany will be the only highly de- 
veloped industrial center on the Euro- 
pean continent even if two thirds of it 
should have been bombed out by that 
time. Hence the victors—not in the 
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interest of Germany, but in the inter- 
est of those territories destroyed by 
Germany in Europe—will demand that 
the German economic machine, adapt- 
ed to peace production, must function 
at top speed. 

More than that: several weeks ago, 
the Office of War Information pub- 
lished a stirring report which showed 
to what extent the entire European 
economy is today in the hands of the 
Nazis. This report, in spite of the 
cverwhelming evidence it presents, 
still underestimates the present situa- 
tion. Today there is no important fac- 
tory, no medium-sized bank or insur- 
ance concern left in Europe which is 
not owned or controlled by Germany. 
This applies not only to the occupied 
countries but to almost the same de- 
gree to the neutrals. But it would be 
fatal to believe that the Nazis, i.e. Hit- 
ler and his gang, are in command of 
Europe’s economy. If this were true, 
then it would suffice to bring Hitler 
to his knees and liquidate a couple of 
hundred of his sub-leaders, and every- 
thing would be in order. 

The truth of the matter is that the 
German industrial and banking trusts 
whose executive boards have only a 
small percentage of Nazi officials are 
the real owners of Europe,—in other 
words precisely those experts who will 
be needed in order to prevent the much 
teared chaos. 

The military defeat of Nazi Ger- 
many and the political end of Hitler 
and his gang is one thing, but then 
there still remain the I. G. Farben, the 
steel trust, the coal syndicate, Siemens- 
Schuckert, the Deutsche Bank and one 
or two dozens of other German giant 
trusts which rule Europe's economy. It 
will take much time and skill to dis- 
entangle the intricate system which 
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was built up by German big business, 
in quite a few cases with the active as- 
sistance of clever collaborators and 
smart profiteers in the respective Euro- 
pean countries. 

The problem of unconditional sur- 
render has more than just one or two 
sides, and the German imperialists 
know that very well. Therefore, many 
among these new emigrants from Nazi 
Germany firmly believe that the peace 
makers will need their services as much 
as they themselves need the indulgence 
of the victorious powers. Take, for in- 
stance, this Mr. Georg von Schnitzler, 
president of the executive board of the 
I. G. Farben who some weeks ago ap- 
peared in Spain and told the hair-rais- 
ing story of his sudden flight from the 
terrible Gestapo which would not let 
kim become a refugee. Fortunately, 
the president of the board had his own 
ptivate airplane which took him right 
to Madrid. 

There he is now and, of course, he 
is all through with the Nazis. Why it 
took him so long to demonstrate his 
dislike and to become a refugee, he 
did not disclose, but it might well be 
that it was his own brother-in-law who 
advised him to quit right now. His 
brother-in-law should know because he 
is the Field Marshal General Fedor 
von Bock, commander of the bulk of 
the German army in Russia. Bock who 
has been at odds with Hitler for a long 
time already twice submitted his resig- 
fation and in the none too distant fu- 
ture hopes to play the role of the lib- 
erator of Germany from Hitler—in or- 
der to save German militarism. For 
this purpose it is better for him to stay 
in Germany and remain in direct con- 
tact with his officers, whereas Schnitz- 
ler who covers the economic front has 
established his headquarters in a neu- 
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tral zone for the duration. 

Schnitzler’s task is clear enough. It 
is basically the same as the one which 
in 1918/19 confronted the German 
industrialists then. At that time these 
gentlemen feared that the victorious 
Entente might be interested in a genu- 
ine political and social revolution in 
Germany. Therefore they hastened to 
get in touch with their colleagues in 
Belgium, France and England, to im- 
press them with the terrifying picture 
of a Germany submerged in chaos, and 
to offer them a participation in Ger- 
man industry. Hugenberg went as far 
as offering a rate of fifty percent. The 
deal did not come off: neither did the 
German republic show any revolution- 
ary tendencies, nor was the Entente 
willing to let German industry suffer 
too much under the burden of the Ver- 
sailles Treaty. 


But this time the risk is bigger. Ger- 
man factories and mines will, of 
course, be needed after the war, but 
there is no longer any doubt that a 
kind of international control will be 
established, a control in which British 
and American industrial and financial 
groups will, at least to a certain degree, 
take the German economic apparatus 
into their own hands. 


In any event, this is the way in 
which German imperialists of the type 
of Mr. von Schnitzler see the situation. 
According to information emanating 
from Lisbon, Schnitzler is said to have 
drawn up a memorandum which he 
has sent to the board of directors of 
the Bank for International Settlements 
at Basle, Switzerland. It is not known 
whether the memorandum arrived in 
Basle in time for the general meeting 
—which took place at the beginning 
of June (the American Mr. McKittrick 
presiding as usual) —but several points 


I. G. FARBEN’S PEACE OFFER 41 


raised in the memorandum are known. 
Schnitzler, the Lisbon sources say, 
stresses the fact that the term ‘“‘uncon- 
ditional surrender’ implies that on the 
day of the armistice the Germans will 
still have something to surrender. But 
if the war of destruction, especially the 
bombing of the industrial centers in 
Germany, goes on, then there will be 
nothing left in the end but ruins and 
ashes. 

If, the Schnitzler memorandum 
adds, the victorious powers are inter- 
ested in internationalizing and control- 
ling German economy after the war in 
order to make a lasting peace, they can- 
not be interested in a kind of warfare 
which would make it impossible to use 
jGerman economic facilities after the 
war for their own profits. .. . 


This reasoning is quite business- 
like: it offers collaboration on condi- 
tion that German industry survives. 
And since Mr. von Schnitzler’s own 
concern, the I. G. Farben, has not been 
bombed much up to date—nor have 
the Leuna Works in central Germany 
and the Hoechst Works near Frank- 
furt on the Main been affected so far 
—his offer might not sound too un- 
reasonable to other industrialists on 
the side of the United Nations. 


It is, perhaps, no accident that a few 
days ago the Federal Grand Jury at 
Washington in an official report 
charged a conspiracy between three 
American chemical companies and for- 
eign chemical trusts, among them the 
I. G. Farben. And the Assistant Gen- 
eral commented on this report by say- 
ing that the “international cartels are 
not dead but are planning a continu- 
ance of their activities now as well as 
in the post-war world.” Since the big 
German trusts which today control all 
of Europe are a substantial part of the 


42 THE PROTESTANT 


international cartel system, this system 
can go on after the war only if Ger- 
man industry is allowed to survive. 
This is perfectly logical, at least from 
the viewpoint of the German imperi- 
alists. 

To make this sort of logic accept- 
able, to look out for a deal, to warn 
against ‘‘catastrophes’’—these are the 
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reasons why men like Schnitzler “‘emi- 
grated” to Spain, why Schacht went to 
Switzerland and why the indefatigable 
Thyssen thinks of going to Argentina 
to visit his daughter. They and many 
others who are still in Germany and 
apparently continue to be on good 
terms with the Nazis know the war is 
lost, but the peace can still be won. 


LET THE HIGH AND MIGHTY TREMBLE 
By J. ROBERT BATH 


Most of the people who profess and call themselves Christian are Chris- 
tians just as Mohammedans are Mohammedans and Buddhists are Buddhists, 
i.e. by birth and culture. Christianity has become comfortable and has lost its 
power to fight injustice and tyranny. It is soft. It is preaching peace without 
the sword. 

To think of God as but the superlative of man, man at his best, is utter 
folly.\As Prof. H. N. Wieman has written for his critics and those who fail to 
grasp his theism: “the deification of humanity is the most pitiable absurdity 
ever perpetrated by man’. \God in man’s image is man-centered paganism, Self- 
centeredness that has not learned self-forgetfulness. 

Most religion most of the time is an attempt by man to make a god in his 
own image and thus in the end to make a god of himself. It was against the 
religion of their day that the Old Testament prophets contended and that Jesus 
himself contended. ; 

There is a growing SOCIAL discontent and God is using it to work his will 
among men. Omitting the question of whether it is cause or effect, there is also 
much THEOLOGICAL discontent. (The names of Wieman and Barth may and do 
suggest conflict. But as well as representing two opposing schools of “divine 
discontent’ against a less than Christian theology, they at least have in common 
an “objective” emphasis which should sound the death-knell to Schleiermacher- 
ian subjectivism and all its modern_accompanimentsS 
——We have not become sufficiently discontented through the warnings of 
God’s prophets today and in all ages—through economic, political, international 
and theological conflicts—God is doing something drastic to bring us to 
judgment. 

Above all, let us not doubt the divine nature of discontent. If the greedy 
and the mighty and those who support them tremble because of this “divine 
discontent”, let them tremble—our trust is in God and in his ways with his 
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FRANCE'S REVOLUTIONARY DESTINY 


“By PAUL PHELPS MORAND 


—All Gaul is divided into two parts, de Gaulle and Hitler. 


qi present war resembles its pre- 
decessor only in its huge scope and 
in the insistence of certain unprogres- 
sive officials on using the earlier con- 
flict as a model. The first world war 
had no meaning; it was destined to re- 
tard the answer to burning questions 
without attempting to solve them, and 
to change the frontiers of the sov- 
ereign nations without altering the 
nature of those nations. The peace 
that followed, having accomplished 
nothing, ended in a new war. And 
how will this war end? Will the 
world enter upon a new phase, or are 
we simply rushing around in circles 
like madmen? 

What the world’s reply to this ques- 
tion will be depends to a great extent 
upon the answer France will give. For 
I do not believe that the United States 
can guide the rest of the world along 
the road to the future. America is too 
different from those nations which 
have a family history, so to speak, a 
history of living and suffering; and as 
a country she seems too artificial to 
serve as a model except in the matter 
of her industrial structure. Europe, 
however, now neither desires nor needs 
to imitate racism or discrimination 
against minorities. 

How will France respond? It is 
needless to go into long explanations 
concerning the difficulty of knowing 
this. The country is crushed, with the 
Gestapo everywhere, abetted by the in- 
famous Vichy police; every legally 
published newspaper is controlled by 
Berlin. And for the inhabitants—the 
great and the little people whose 


wooden shoes clatter through the 
streets—there would seem to be little 
time or opportunity to build the future 
in their minds while their great daily 
worry is to find food to allay the 
pangs of hunger, not to mention the 
problem of the cold, against which 
nothing can be done. They have every 
reason to sink into a dull stupor. 

Yet we must note that in France the 
Germans have not closed the universi- 
ties, as they did in Holland, and that 
these schools stand as a great center 
of thought as well as resistance. 
France has never done as much think- 
ing as now—probably never since 
the period of the French Revolution, 
which was to change the opinion of 
all the world’s people on many points. 

Those who knew France in 1935, 
1936 and 1937 will remember that im- 
passioned discussions were heard 
everywhere, that thousands of men and 
women attended every meeting, rose 
to have their say and reported to others 
what had been said. The past and the 
present were examined and judged 
daily, and every one endeavored to 
guess what the future should bring and 
then would support his views with ar- 
guments. This was the principal avo- 
cation of forty million people—or, 
rather, of thirty-nine million, since 
those who should have been the lead- 
ers failed to participate. Then came 
the discouragements of the Daladier 
government and the destruction due to 
betrayal by traitors who had not been 
shot. And then the fall of France. 

A sort of torpor followed the fall. 
Then, looking at their conquerors and 
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new masters, the French realized that 
they could never accept them. Fascism 
was condemned and hated by all, ex- 
cept for the traitors. Between the lat- 
ter and the rest of the French people 
there soon rose a moral barrier of ha- 
tred and fear, oppression and venge- 
ance. The nation was torn in two—in 
the same city, the same village, the 
same street, sometimes even in the 
same house, wherever Hitler’s men 
lived beside men of France. Hitler, 
Laval and Pétain organized everything 
in their way. And France organized 
against them: spontaneously, as a rule. 
(Only recently we saw an example of 
this in Haute-Savoie, where there was 
organized armed rebellion.) A few 
men would meet and talk. They would 
be saying the same things. And they 
would meet other groups with the 
same history: Stupefaction, amaze- 
ment, followed by decision and a re- 
turn of courage. They wanted to be 
Frenchmen, not Boches or Fascists. 
They recognized the errors of the past, 
and desired above all to free them- 
selves. Those who were able to travel 
—as, for example, Professor André 
Philip—soon began to serve as liaison 
officers. Before long newspapers be- 
gan to appear: Libération, Combat, 
Franc-Tireur, whose very names express 
their purpose. Le Pére Duchesne, re- 
viving a title of the Revolutionary 
period, is being published today as if 
it had never stopped, with the motto 
Hate the Tyrants! Liberty or Death! 
and the notation 151st Year, which 
brings us back to 1792. I should like 
to stress that date, for it possesses deep 
meaning and may well be a symbol of 
prime importance, since Le Pére 
Duchesne was published in 1848 and 
1871 also. 


I also want to quote, without com- 
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ment, the following passage from a 
recent issue of Le Populaire, under- 
ground publication of the Committee 
for Socialist Action: ‘France trusts 
only those who from the very first day, 
uncalculatingly and against all hope, 
have dedicated themselves to her. . . . 
All the rest, all those who at any mo- 
ment acted as men of the Armistice 
and of the Collaboration, will be 
called to account and will have to sub- 
mit to just punishment.” (If the State 
Department had bothered to read 
these lines it could have avoided much 
trouble in Africa.) 


The continuity of the French Revo- 
lution has been demonstrated in its 
mumerous manifestations, despite the 
restoration of ridiculous Bourbons or 
insipid princes of Orléans, despite the 
Second Empire under the lamentable 
Napoleon II, despite Laval, Pétain 
and Hitler. Viewed from this stand- 
point, France, which to Americans 
seems so complex, is easy to under- 
stand—much easier than America. 
France is divided into two parts, white 
and black, de Gaulle and Hitler. The 
complexity was created by the State 
Department, which refused to recog- 
nize either one or the other and sought 
a middle ground, a compromise, a 
makeshift solution that nobody wants 
and nobody would ever have dreamed 
of. The State Department wants to be 
the one to decide what France thinks, 
how she ought to live, what her politi- 
cal regime should be. But the State 
Department, with all its much-vaunted 
sources of information, seems to know 
nothing; for its acquaintance is only 
with the men of the chanceries, the 
silk-hatted diplomats. France does not 
dress up her leaders today; that would 
only cause them to be shot by Vichy 
or the Gestapo. The French leaders of 
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France are no more elegantly clad than 
the twelve Apostles of Judea on the 
shores of Lake Gennesaret, and 
Pontius Pilate is no fonder of them 
than two thousand years ago. Undis- 
tinguished by uniforms, these apostles 
travel all over the country, conferring, 
making decisions and even laying 
plans for the constitution of the 
Fourth Republic. Under the noses of 
Vichy and Berlin France has organ- 
ized herself, and spiritually she already 
leads a normal life. She passes judg- 
ment on certain traitors, and executes 
them. She can say Yes or No. She 
says Yes to de Gaulle and gives him 
the courage to persevere. She has the 
power of saying No to those who think 
that decisions concerning her fate can 
be made by diplomats across the At- 
lantic. 


Recently it was learned that the 
political parties and fighting organiza- 
trons constituting the Underground 
have united in a single great council, 
the Council of French Resistance, the 
illegal center which has taken over the 
task of unifying the underground bat- 
tle. The delegates represent eight 
groups dedicated to resistance, two 
labor organizations and six political 
parties: the Fédération Républicaine 
and Alliance Démocratique (moderate 
Right), the Parti Démocrate Populaire 
(Christian Socialists) and the three 
large Leftist parties—the Radical So- 
cialists, the Socialists and the Com- 
munists. The resolution passed by the 
Council affirms, first, complete confi- 
dence in the policy defined by de 
Gaulle; second, the will of the French 
people that de Gaulle take control of 
the provisional government, with Gir- 
aud in command of the army; third, 
recognition of de Gaulle as the leader 
of French resistance; and, fourth, the 
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demand that all persons involved with 
Vichy be removed from power. The 
Council later sent a representative to 
London, where the press announced 
his arrival under the name of Monsieur 
X, a well-known personality whose 
identity might not be divulged and 
whose residence was given as France. 
It would be dangerous to say more 
about him, but there is no doubt but 
that he represents France more truly 
than any President of the Council or 
any monarch has ever represented her. 


But how are all these secret meet- 
ings possible? How do people go 
from place to place and have im- 
portant talks under the heel of the 
invader and his accomplices? The 
answer is simply that these things get 
done. A peasant’s cart is not always 
loaded only with carrots or cabbages, 
a barn is not always filled with hay ex- 
clusively, a river may be crossed be- 
tween patrols, a thin sheet of news- 
print may be slid under a door, an 
airplane may come from England, de- 
posit an agent and fly back. That dull- 
looking peasant with the heavy load 
on his back may have been in London 
yesterday. And who would tell the 
Gestapo or Laval? Any farmer’s wife 
would risk her life to hide that man, 
without asking either his name or his 
destination. France today is a prison 
where all the prisoners are brothers 
and all the jailers are marked for 
death. 


The organization of this activity has 
been perfected in recent months. Also 
to be mentioned are the Franc-Tireurs 
et Partisans Francais, whose particular 
field is attack against a particularly 
weak point of the Nazis, their trans- 
portation system. From January to 
April these patriots destroyed 290 loco- 
motives and over 2,000 railroad cars, 
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dynamited three great railway bridges 
and caused 123 rail traffic stoppages 
lasting from twelve to forty-eight 
hours. Two trains filled with German 
troops were derailed, and the sur- 
vivors, to the last man, killed with 
grenades. 


On April 15th one of the fighting 
journals published these instructions, 
to be followed in the event of an 
Allied landing: 

1. Establishment of constant con- 
tact among the various groups 
of different localities. 

2. Immediately upon the an- 
nouncement of the landing 
the members of the resistance 
groups to be mobilized and 
given arms, and the enemy to 
be attacked in the rear. 

3. The German war machine to 
be paralyzed by general 
strikes. 

4. All armed forces of Vichy to 
be killed or captured. 

5. Public buildings, telephone 
and telegraph offices and rail- 
way stations to be occupied. 

6. Representatives of the Vichy 
authorities to be driven from 
their posts and to be replaced 
by delegates of the resisting 
groups, who will direct the 
distribution of food and ad- 
minister public affairs. 

For the benefit of those who might 
think that I am exaggerating I would 
add that all the secret information 
coming from France provides confir- 
mation of precisely such a picture of 
France today. The material means at 
the disposal of: the Underground are 
very nearly perfect, within their limi- 
tations. I have made no attempt to 
give a graphic description of this ac- 
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tivity. This has been done before. 
What I have tried to do in this article 
is something that I consider of the 
utmost importance, namely, to show 
the intelligent and honestly-thinking 
public just what France is. For what 
France is, Europe will be tomorrow. 


I believe I have brought out two 
points: First, that the invader must 
leave and the traitors must stay, but 
only as corpses; they say this quite 
calmly, as a statement of fact, as the 
American pioneers spoke of killing 
wolves. And, secondly, that the French 
Revolution is marching on. It had 
never reached completion, but stopped 
at the political stage, at a time when 
the economic phase was not yet fully 
appreciated and understood. It was 
beaten down by the Prussian king and 
by the Bourbons, retarded by Na- 
poleon III, often flouted by the poli- 
ticians of the Third Republic in their 
atmosphere of contradictions and con- 
fusion. But the cloud of smoke has 
been blown away by Hitler and Laval. 
Besides—a fact of enormous signifi- 
cance that the reader must never for- 
get—the country has been divided 
into two classes: those who accepted 
Hitlerism and those who rejected it. 
This division cut through social classes 
and economic levels. The line of dif- 
ferentiation is sharp and undisputable, 
for it is easy to see who faces the firing 
squad and who stands behind it, who 
is penned in by the barbed wire of a 
concentration camp and who walks 
free outside. 

Compare, for example, the attitude 
of Giraud at the beginning, when he 
put his faith in the forces of America, 
and his attitude today. Washington is 
regretfully coming to recognize that 
France cannot be governed against her 
will—not even African France, which 
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had seemed much more amenable. For 
France is not a child-like country. She 
is perhaps the most adult of the na- 
tions. She was even before the war, 
and since its outbreak she has matured 
morally. Never before has there been 
such passionate study of the past and 
thought for the future. The young 
people recite the poems of the great 
bards of freedom of other eras. They 
engage in studies that bring them 
understanding of French traditions 
and of their country’s history. Their 
purpose is to discover what is eternal 
in France, so that they may preserve 
or revive these qualities. The French 
Revolution, the cult of reason, of lib- 
erty and human brotherhood and the 
equality of all men—these now fill all 
minds as the great French verity, that 
truth by which France is bound spirit- 
ually to the world. For these principles 
are universal. 


That is why all the proposals of 
Washington are probably doomed to 
ridicule and failure. Washington is 
thirty years behind the times. It ex- 
presses the confused thought of people 
who have never suffered and who are 
content with their present lot, men ac- 
customed to govern a country where 
difference of opinion has only aca- 
demic and domestic political im- 
portance. 

It will be difficult in many respects 
to reconstruct a France exactly like 
that of the past; and here one question 
stands out particularly. In France, as 
elsewhere, capitalism did not develop 
overnight. It grew up slowly through 
thousands of private transactions coy- 
ered and sanctioned by law. When 
the Germans invaded the country they 
sometimes resorted to outright confis- 
cation, but more often they confused 
the legal issue by using special means 
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of persuasion to obtain certain signa- 
tures, certain assignments, certain 
manipulations of capital, titles and in- 
terests in industrial and financial com- 
panies. As a result almost everything 
now belongs to them, from a strictly 
legalistic standpoint. To straighten 
out this complicated tangle may well 
prove impossible. It will hardly be 
feasible to prove that some individual 
is the owner of a factory or a mine for 
which he was paid in accordance with 
a legal formula. Frequently the origi- 
nal proprietor has been a collabora- 
tionist, profiting from the situation at 
first and abusing it, so that he no 
longer has any legal or moral rights. 
Perhaps, therefore, whether we want 
it dr not, it may be necessary to start 
all over again in France; and this will 
probably be true of all Europe. 


Unlike America, France is obliged 
to cope with a terribly serious situa- 
tion. A dash of Fascist poison may 
tickle the palate of Washington; but 
to France, which almost died of the 
huge dose she swallowed, the very 
odor of that poison is revolting. Be- 
sides, her people cannot but admire 
courage and appreciate it fully. It is 
thus natural that the prestige of Rus- 
sia rises among them as millions of 
her soldiers or guerrillas give their 
lives in battle—and that prestige in- 
creases with every week, every month, 
every year that the second front is de- 
layed for reasons which convince no 
one. The men of the Underground 
know what it means to risk everything, 
and they respect those who share that 
knowledge. 

France herself will have to decide 
her fate. It is to be hoped that Wash- 
ington will not try to force its wishes 
on her. That would be ludicrous at 
first, and then would bring tragedy. 


THE NEGRO FREEDOM RALLY 


By ALBERT E. KAHN 


[This brief report gains significance from the Detroit riots interpreted 
in Claude Williams’ editorial The Real Meaning of Detroit on page 7 in 


this issue.—Eb. } 


! ines hasn't been a meeting like 
this since Adam and Eve,” said 
a Negro minister, at the Negro Free- 
dom Rally in Madison Square Garden. 
There were twenty thousand in the 
Garden, fifteen Negro and five white, 
and more than ten thousand outside. 
On the platform were men and 
women from every section of the 
Negro community, trade unionists, 
churchmen, educators, businessmen, 
representatives of fraternal and civic 
groups, Democrats, Republicans, 
American Labor Party members and 
Communists. Their inclusiveness ex- 
pressed a unity among American Ne- 
groes such as had never been demon- 
strated before, just as the packed rows 
of black and white faces gave testi- 
mony of an unprecedented unity be- 
tween Negro and white Americans. 
Ferdinand Smith, Secretary-Treas- 
urer of the National Maritime Union, 
four thousand of whose members al- 
ready have been killed in the war, set 
the key and drove home the point 
which all the speakers emphasized, 
namely: this war for national inde- 
pendence and freedom has no boun- 
daries; it is not confined to the battle- 
fields of the Soviet Union and China, 
or to the underground movements of 
Hitler-enslaved Europe, or to the con- 
voy routes; this war is also being 
fought right here, on American soil, 
today. 
Story after story was told of the 


grim and tragic setbacks we are suf- 
fering on the homeground battlefront: 
of the Pinto Island yards of the Ala- 
bama Shipbuilding and Drydock Com- 
pany, where 16,000 Negro workers 
were mercilessly beaten by fifth column 
thugs armed with clubs, iron bars and 
strips of chain, and were driven, along 
with the white workers who tried to 
defend them, bleeding and crippled 
from their jobs; of the Klan-incited 
outbreaks against Negro workers at 
the Packard marine and aviation en- 
gine plant in Detroit, Michigan, where 
fascist provocation halted war work 
involving 20,000 men; of the anti- 
Negro violence which is spreading like 
a deliberately fomented, deadly plague 
across the land; of the lynching of 
Negroes in uniform; of anti-Negro 
discrimination in the war industries; of 
Jim-Crowism in the armed forces; of 
the poll tax in the southern states. 
But it wasn’t with blind anger or 
empty bitterness that they spoke of 
these vicious crimes against their peo- 
ple. They spoke of them fiercely as 
intolerable obstacles to the winning of 
the war, as enemy devices to disunited 
Americans when unity is essential to 
victory, as fascist barriers that we who 
are fighting for freedom must and will 
tear down. “Today we understand that 
the long and painful struggle of fif- 
teen million black citizens is merged 
with that of millions of people the 
world over fighting against the Axis 
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powers.” Those were the words of one 
speaker and the voice of all. 


‘It is not the white man’s responsi- 
bility alone to avenge the murder of 
two million Jews in Europe,” declared 
Lester Granger of the National Urban 
League. “It is the responsibility of the 
American Negroes.” And a storm of 
applause greeted his reference to the 
International Brigades in Spain “in 
which white and black men fought side 
by side against fascism.” .. . 

A few days before the Negro Free- 
dom Rally was held, a New York ty- 
coon, Frederick H. Ecker by name, 
who is the President of the Metropoli- 
tan Life Insurance Company, issued 
a public statement defending his firm’s 
plan to build Stuyvesant Town, a hous- 
ing project denying occupancy to Ne- 
groes. “Negroes and whites don’t 
mix,” said Mr. Ecker, ‘Perhaps they 
will in a hundred years but they don’t 
now.” 

Those wretched words were stuffed 
back down Mr. Ecker’s throat at the 
Rally by Charles Collins, the business 
agent of Local 6 of the Hotel and 
Restaurant Employees and the Execu- 
tive Secretary of the Negro Labor Vic- 
tory Committee. “You lie, Mr. Eck- 
er,” said the tall Negro trade unionist. 
“Negroes and whites do mix. Right 
here under your very nose twenty thou- 
sand black and white Americans are 
united for a common purpose.” 

And Charles Collins related how the 
joint action of white and black work- 
ers had made possible the rally and 
how, “All sections of organized labor, 
AFL, CIO, Railroad Brotherhoods and 
independent unions have joined hands 
with the Negro people so that the 
victory line will be held against Hit- 
ler’s agents and friends in this coun- 
try.” He spoke of “the great National 
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Maritime Union,” and of other trade 
unions throughout the country in 
which Negro and white workers are 
toiling side by side. He told about the 
“Booker T. Washington,” the mer- 
chant marine ship which is com- 
manded by a Negro skipper, Captain 
Hugh Mulzac, and sailed by a crew of 
black and white seamen. He concluded 
with these memorable words: 

“Longshoremen, marine workers, 

fur, hotel, culinary workers, railroad 

workers, office workers, workers in 
munitions industries, painters, 
wholesale workers, transport work- 
ers—see these Negro brothers and 
sisters next to you. They are your 
friends and allies. Long live the 
unity of Negro and white workers! 

Forward to a people’s victory and a 

people’s peace!” 

Congressman Marcantonio told of 
the conspiracy of southern Bourbons in 
the House and Senate to prevent the 
passage of his anti-poll tax bill, H.R. 
No. 7, which would enfranchise mil- 
lions of poor black and white Ameri- 
cans now criminally denied their con- 
stitutional right to vote. “When you 
leave the Garden,” he vehemently 
urged, “Buy a penny postcard and let 
those gentlemen down in Washington 
know what they've got to do. They'll 
do it if enough of us tell them to! 
Twenty thousand voices thunderously 
agreed. 

Adam Clayton Powell, Jr., editor of 
the People’s Voice, pastor of the 
Abyssinian Baptist Church and mem- 
ber of the board of THE PROTESTANT 
and the only Negro member of the 
New York City Council, one of the 
best loved Negroes in the land, spoke 
with characteristic candour: “I believe 
that if Negroes are good enough to 
drive tanks in Tunisia, they are good 
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enough to drive buses, trolleys and on 
railroads anywhere—yes, Mississippi. 
I believe if Negroes are good enough 
to die in the fox holes of Bataan that 
their mothers and children are good 
enough to live in Stuyvesant Town.” 


“We are here because we have 
the freedom to fight for freedom. 
We are here because America needs 
us. We are here because America can- 
not win the peace without us... . 
Fifteen million Negro people are de- 
manding full and equal participation 
in producing the goods for victory. We 
are demanding that discrimination 
cease in all war industries. ... We are 
demanding the complete abolition of 
the poll tax, that all forms of dis- 
crimination against our men in the 
armed forces come to an end... .” 


The last part of the Rally was a 
pageant, “For This We Fight,” which 
had been written by the Negro poet 
Langston Hughes. The cast included 
Paul Robeson, who perhaps more than 
any living man symbolizes the great- 
ness of the Negro people; Canada 
Lee, the brilliant young Negro actor 
who interpreted the role of Bigger 
Thomas in the stage version of Native 
Son; and dozens of other talented Ne- 
gro actors, singers and dancers. 


Before us on the stage there un- 
folded the epic story of the American 
Negro. One hundred and seventy 
years dropped away, the place was 
Boston, and Crispus Attucks, a Negro, 
led the people against the British red- 
coats and was the first to fall in the 
historic Boston Massacre. The huge, 
pistol-carrying Harriet Tubman, wo- 
man Moses of the Negro people, un- 
erringly guided hundreds of escaped 
slaves through uncharted miles of dark 
swamp and tangled forest, out of the 


June-July 


slave states of the South and into Free- 
dom Land. Frederick Douglass, 
bearded, grave and eloquent, came to 
the White House to convince Presi- 
dent Abraham Lincoln that the Eman- 
cipation Proclamation could help win 
the war between the states. These and 
other great American Negroes spoke 
their timeless, warrior words, summon- 
ing struggle against oppression and for 
the freedom and equality of all men. 
And through the long years of agony, 
privation and oppression the masses 
of the Negro people moved, unnamed 
and unknown heroes and _ heroines, 
placed like cattle on the slave block, 
hounded and terrorized by the mur- 
derous Ku Klux Klan, hunted down 
like animals by bestial mobs, lynched, 
burned and tortured, treated as sub- 
humans not fit to live or eat or work 
with other men; and, in the face of all 
this, never giving up hope, always 
singing songs of freedom, fighting 
with words and guns against tremen- 
dous odds, organizing the Nat Turner 
rebellion and other revolts, asserting 
and reasserting their right to live as 
other men, battling for freedom in the 
Civil War, joining hands with white 
workers and organizing labor unions, 
taking up arms in the war against Fas- 
cism, demanding an end to oppression 
at home and abroad, building the 
weapons and sailing the ships. 


Watching this great saga of the 
Negro people you knew that the war 
against Nazism is nothing new for 
them, that for many decades they have 
relentlessly fought the very things for 
which Nazism stands, and that they 
are richly experienced in all forms of 
warfare against enslavement and op- 
pression. You knew that the United 
Nations have much to learn from the 


Negro people. .. . 
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There are within our country today 


paid agents of the enemy feverishly 


plotting to foment hostility between 
Negro and white Americans. The 
shameful, ghastly tragedy which oc- 
curred in Detroit in the middle of June 
and which will be remembered as one 
of the darkest episodes in American 
history, was the doing of these paid 
enemy agents. There are also in this 
country certain proud and fearful folk, 
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whose patriotism is of so genteel a 
brand that they would like to fight this 
war without the participation of the 
Negro people. These feudal gentry 
would prefer an Axis victory to equal- 
ity for American Negroes. To avoid 
soiling their own delicate fingers, they 
hire gangsters and degenerates to stir 
up strife between white and black 
Americans. They are unpaid agents 
of the enemy of democracy. 


t 


PROTEST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE 
UNITED STATES, ADOPTED MAY, 1943, AND ORDERED 
SENT TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT 


The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States has 
viewed with concern the current effort of the Roman Catholic Hierarchy to de- 
prive the Protestant Churches of their right to propagate their faith in Latin 
America on the alleged ground that such activities in predominantly Roman 
Catholic countries prove a hindrance to the “good neighbor policy.” 


At a time when the nations of North and South America are uniting for 
the defense of their fundamental freedoms, it is deplorable that the leaders of 
Roman Catholicism should be so far out of step as to propose the abandoning 
of this principle of religious liberty, for which men of both Americas are giving 
their lives. 


If the hierarchy is right in insisting that Protestant Missions should cease 
in Latin America because Protestants are in the minority in those countries, 
then, on the same principle, Roman Catholic propaganda should be excluded 
from the United States. 


In the highly delicate situation that faces us in the world, calling for the 
utmost of unity among the freedom-loving people of this hemisphere, the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy has indeed taken upon itself a grave responsibility 
in thus introducing the divisive elements of sectarianism, bigotry and religious 
intolerance. Lovers of liberty everywhere will be shocked at this open-handed 
effort to gain ecclesiastical advantage at the expense of the very principles for 
which free men are fighting. 


{The above protest has been ignored by the State Department 
and largely suppressed in the newspapers. } 
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POPE SPEAKS—BISHOPS PLEAD 


By GAETANO SALVEMINI 


EWSPAPERMEN and radio com- 

mentators fancied that in his ad- 
dress of June 13th to the twenty-five 
thousand workers gathered in Rome, 
the Pope had intended to answer that 
German propaganda agent, Dr. Fried- 
rich, who last May on the Paris radio 
had charged the Catholic Church with 
“crushing responsibility in unleashing 
the present war’. 


This guess will appear groundless 
as soon as one notices that the Vatican 
radio had immediately contradicted 
that German statement and the Ger- 
man propaganda agent himself had 
disclaimed any share in it. There was, 
therefore, no need for the Pope per- 
sonally to descend into the political 
arena and answer a private individual 
who had recanted at that. And why 
should the Pope have answered 
through an address delivered to Italian 
workers a German radio commentator 
who had spoken in Paris? Pius XII 
would not have disturbed twenty-five 
thousand Italian workers to protest 
against a stupid calumny. It is obvi- 
ous that the Pope was countering 
something which actually existed in 
the minds of the Italians and not in 
that of the German commentator. 

Vast sections of the Italian people 
charge the Vatican and the Italian 
higher clergy not with unleashing the 
present war but with having made 
common cause with the Fascist dic- 
tatorship for twenty years, and thus 
assuming a share in the responsibility 
for Fascist policies and their conse- 
cuences, including the present war 
with its untold suffering and disasters 
for Italy. 


Hundreds of Italian archbishops 
and bishops blessed the Italian soldiers 
who were leaving for the Ethiopian 
War in 1935-36, and Pope Pius XI in 
person rejoiced in May, 1936, over the 
Italian victory—a victory due in large 
part to bombing planes and asphyxi- 
ating and corrosive gases. Pius XI 
approved of the revolt of the Spanish 
rebel generals during the civil war of 
1936-39, in which Mussolini had such 
a large share. When in 1940, Musso- 
lini declared war upon France and 
Britain and victory seemed to be with- 
in the reach of his hand, the Bishop 
of Leghorn issued a circular to his dio- 
cese saying: ‘““We must pray that God 
be favorable to our country, and that 
he make short and glorious our days 
of trial.” (June 19, 1940). The Arch- 
bishop of Milan, Cardinal Schuster, 
during a visit to military barracks, said 
that “he was glad to be among them” 
and reminded the Secretary of the 
Fascio that (during the Ethiopian 
War) when that official left for the 
front, he had given him a medal that 
“brought luck to the Italian armies’, 
and he prayed that “God be with our 
dear soldiers” (New York Times, July 
31, 1940). The Archbishop of Gorizia 
exhorted the Italians to “obey and put 
their trust in Mussolini in this war 
for the greatness of Italy” and begged 
God “‘to bless and protect the King 
Emperor and the never vanquished 
Duce”. Thirty bishops signed a mes- 
sage urging Mussolini “to crown the 
unfailing victory of our army by plant- 
ing the Italian banner over the Holy 
Sepulchre” (New York Herdld Tri- 
bune, June 28) ; the Jews should have 
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been deported to Ethiopia and put 
“under the high jurisdiction of the 
Vatican State’ (sic; Manchester 
Guardian, June 27, 1940). Jumping 
to more recent acts of episcopal Fas- 
cist zeal, on March 12, 1943, the Ital- 
ian official Stefani Agency gave the 
news that five Italian prelates, headed 
by Army Bishop Mgr. Bartolomasi, had 
been received by Mussolini and re- 
warded by him for improving the cul- 
tivation of the silk worm. Bishop 
Bartolomasi, speaking in the name of 
two hundred and thirty Italian bishops 
and parish priests who had partici- 
pated in the same work, said: “Duce, 
the members of the clergy affirm their 
faith in victory against the enemies of 
religion and protest against the dam- 
ages caused to the silk worms by the 
brutal attacks of the enemy air force.” 
On May 10, 1943, Cardinal Piazza, 
Patriarch of Venice, told the Italian 
soldiers: “All Italy is proud of you.... 
It is your mission to spread throughout 
the world the Roman Christian civili- 
zation which produced centuries of 
greatness. . . . Italy can never be de- 
feated and reduced to slavery as the 
Anglo-Saxon capitalists and the Bol- 
shevik executioners would like it’. 


No wonder therefore that the idea is 
held in Italy that the Vatican and the 
higher clergy, no less than Mussolini, 
are responsible for Italy's present 
plight. As a consequence, a wave of 
violent anti-clericalism is shaking Italy 
today. Cardinal Schuster wrote in the 
Milan daily Italia of March 30, 1943: 


Reports which reach us from various 
parts are causing us sorrow and filling 
us with great anxiety for the future. 
Once again people are speaking of pro- 
fanation of the Eucharist, organizations 
for promoting blasphemy, atheistic 
movements. . . 
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Cardinal Schuster branded this 
movement as utterly irreligious. And 
to be sure there are irreligious streams 
of thought in Italy today as there al- 
ways have been in Latin countries. But 
probably we have to deal above all 
with a political anticlerical revolt in 
which vast masses of otherwise relig- 
ious people have a share. The trick 
of condemning as atheistic any kind of 
hostility to the misdeeds of the clergy 
is as old as Methuselah. 


The Vatican and the higher clergy 
are reaping now the harvest of the 
seeds they have been sowing in Italy 
for the past twenty years. They tied 
themselves so strongly to the Fascist 
dictatorship that now when the latter 
is sinking they find it difficult to swim. 
Pius XII knows where anti-religious 
feeling springs from. He did not di- 
rectly meet the charge which actually 
is levelled against the Vatican and the 
higher clergy, that is their connivance 
in Mussolini’s policies and their re- 
sponsibility in the ruinous  conse- 
quences of those policies. He hedged, 
and rebutted only the calumny that he 
had willed this war. Lawyers know 
that evading the real issue and meeting 
a wrong argument seemingly close to 
it is the way to hoodwink a jury when 
the real issue is unsafe. 


The most significant section of Pius 
XII’s address was devoted to pledging 
the Italian worker to shun revolution. 
The Pope who has, in his parish priests 
and bishops, a widespread net for 
gathering reliable information, knows 
that Italy’s is a state of turmoil. The 
situation must have grown serious and 
dangerous if the Pope in person has 
deemed it expedient to confront it in 
a solemn pronouncement. Cardinal 
Schuster also, last March, wrote in the 
above mentioned article: “It is our 
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paternal duty to tell our children clear- 
ly that Italy has in herself such a 
wealth of tradition that she is in a 
position to be able to teach other 
nations, without there being any need 
for other nations to change their so- 
cial forms. Italians should remember 
that the pledge of national unity is the 
monarchy of the House of Savoy.” 
Thus we gather from the Cardinal’s 
mouth that revolutionary currents 
threaten, in Italy, not only the clergy 
but also the House of Savoy. The 
Cardinal described this as a Commu- 
nist movement imported from abroad 
into Italy. He totally ignored the re- 
publican democratic movement, which 
is much more widespread than the 
Communist, though not so well cen- 
tralized. This also is an old and 
familiar trick which does not need to 
detain us. 


The French journalist Pertinax, also, 
drew from a source in Washington 
close to Archbishop Spellman the in- 
formation that “‘the Vatican is deeply 
concerned with the social upheavals 
that, in the peninsula, are likely to be 
the outcome of military defeat beyond 
the sea and of unlimited destruction 
by air raids at home” (May 12). The 
correspondent of the New York Times 
in Berne, Mr. D. L. Brigham, who ap- 
parently gets a great deal of his in- 
formation from the Papal Legation at 
Berne, broke the news, though in the 
form of an “unconfirmed report”, that 
“the Vatican had informed the British 
and American governments that an 
Italian collapse now would have dis- 
astrous results unless Italy was neutral- 
ized at once or immediately occupied 
by Allied armies” (May 18). A few 
days before Pius XII gave his address, 
another Berne correspondent of the 
New York Times, Mr. G. H. Archam- 
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bault, stated that “the House of Savoy 
has lost its prestige. .. . The King re- 
mains in the Quirinal (the royal pal- 
ace) because he has linked his fortunes 
with those of Benito Mussolini. . 
Now both are prisoners of their own 
policies. They stand or fall together.” 
(June 6, 1943). 

In condemning the wave of anti- 
Vatican and revolutionary feeling 
which is sweeping Italy today, Pius 
XII no doubt acted in accord with 
Mussolini. Twenty-five thousand 
workers would not have been allowed 
to gather in Rome from all parts of 
Italy to listen to a papal address (par- 
ticularly at a time when transportation 
is made difficult by military move- 
ments, lack of coal, and the bombing 
of railroads) if Mussolini had not 
agreed that such a performance should 
take place. Had he not found the 
demonstration to his liking, the 
twenty-five thousand pilgrims would 
have been led not to Vatican City but 
to concentration camps. Perhaps the 
workers were no more than five thou- 
sand, and gathered only from Rome, 
and the twenty-five thousands were 
cne of the usual devices of Mussolinian 
propaganda. Anyhow Pius XII and 
Mussolini had a common purpose, that 
of making out that the Pope has such 
a grip on the Italian people that he 
can even gather in Rome no less than 
twenty-five thousand Italian workers, 
despite military difficulties. 


This is why Mrs. Anne O’Hare 
McCormick rushed to tell us, in the 
New York Times, June 14, that the 
Pope’s address had been “the most 
significant utterance that has come out 
of Italy”: 

It is remarkable enough that 20,000 


factory workers journey to Rome in a 
national crisis like this to listen to the 


1943 


Holy Father. . . . Evidently there is gen- 
eral fear of civil disorder and bloodshed, 
and the trouble in Italy is that the 
underground is poorly organized and 
leaderless, so that revolt may peter out 
in chaos. It is this absence of alternative 
leadership which helps as much as any- 
thing, perhaps, to hold the situation in 
suspense. Where is the strong voice to 
say whether the Italians are ready to sur- 
render? 

The reader was left to answer for him- 

self that the strong voice is in the 


Vatican. 


This is also why Mr. Bingham, in 
the New York Times of June 20, 1943, 
imparted to us the discovery that a 
new patty was being formed in Italy: 

Opponents to this Fascist fanaticism, 
whose numbers are legion but who still 
lack a coordinated leadership because of 
the combined activities of the Gestapo 
and the OVRA, are today tending to 
group themselves behind a movement 
known throughout the peninsula as ‘“‘neo- 
guelfismo”’—a nominal throwback to the 

Middle Ages when the Guelphs sup- 

ported the Popes while their opponents, 

the Ghibellines, supported the Germanic 

Empire. 

Notice that these “Neo-Guelphs”’ 
oppose “Fascist fanaticism” and not 
‘Fascism’. They are prepared to come 
to terms with ‘‘Fascism’’ on the con- 
dition that it cease to be ‘fanatic’ and 
become sensible. I would not be as- 
tonished if we should hear, from now 
on, no more news about the “Vatican” 
but a good many fairy tales about 
““Neo-Guelfismo’’. 

Another fact has to be noticed. 
When the New York Times, a paper 
consistently loyal to the Vatican, pub- 
lished last May the news that the 
Vatican was begging the Allied armies 
without delay to occupy Italy, how did 
it happen that Mussolini did not brand 
that step on the part of the Vatican as 
an act of treachery against Fascist Italy 
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and a violation of the Lateran agree- 
ments of 1929? And why did even the 
notorious anti-clerical enfant terrible 
of Fascism, Farinacci, ignore that high- 
ly exciting news? The news was given 
by the New York Times under such 
headlines as ‘Mussolini Appeal to 
Pope Reported. Italian leaders said 
to have asked Pontiff to use good 
cffices with the Allies. Vatican said 
to have warned London and Washing- 
ton of dangers in collapse.” 


If we endeavor to put together with- 
in a single framework all these bits of 
news, we are led to the following con- 
clusions: 

1) Mussolini realizes that his doom 
has become possible, and is endeavor- 
ing to rescue from eventual disaster 
not only his own skin and properties, 
but also those of his cooperators; 

2) the Pope has the same interests 
as Mussolini and endeavors to help 
him as best he can, using his influence 
in the United States of America and 
Britain; 

3) to enhance the influence of Pius 
XII and to show that the Pope really 
can take Mussolini’s place in stemming 
the revolutionary tide, the demonstra- | 
tion of the twenty-five thousand work- 
ers was staged; 

4) the revolutionary movement is be- 
ing presented to the gullible American 
public as a “Communist” movement 
much more dangerous than a republi- 
can-democratic movement. 

These manoeuvres do not conflict 
with the fact that the most criminal 
elements of the Fascist Party under 
the leadership of the most criminal 
of all, Carlo Scerza, is girding itself 
for a fight to the finish. As long as 
any resistance is possible, they will 
resist. When further resistance has 
become impossible, the Vatican will 
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come to the fore and seek the best pos- 
sible compromise. The Vatican ma- 
noeuvre is engineered not with the view 
of bringing about the surrender of 
Italy, but with a view to substituting 
a pro-Allied Fascism without Mussolini 
for pro-German Fascism with Musso- 
Isni after “‘unconditional surrender” 
has taken place. “Unconditional sur- 
render” is a “military” fact which may 
go hand in hand with “‘political” un- 
conditional surrender or with some 
“political” compromise which makes 
the military surrender a good deal 
easier. 


In 1924, after the Matteotti murder, 
when the doom of the Fascist regime 
seemed imminent, Mussolini entrusted 
with the leadership of the crumbling 
Fascist Party the wildest of his fol- 
lowers, Farinacci, and at the same time 
relinquished the Home Secretaryship 
to a man who was described as a Fas- 
cist “moderate”, Signor Federzoni. 
Thus the anti-Fascist opposition was 
at one and the same time threatened 
with mad reprisals by Farinacci and 
seduced with promises of a “‘return to 
normalcy” by Federzoni. The King did 
his part in hoodwinking the opposition 
with false hopes, and Pope Pius XI did 
his in disorganizing it by instructing 
all the priests to withdraw from po- 
litical activities and condemning any 
alliance between Socialists and Chris- 
tian-democrats. The ineptitude of the 
leaders of the opposition did the rest. 
When the apple was ripe, Mussolini 
made his coup d’état of January 3, 
1925, and as a consequence Farinacci 
vanished on the one hand, Federzoni 
vanished on the other, and Mussolini 
remained sole victor, with the King 
and the Pope at his side. Today the 
gullible British and American publics 
are asked to play the role of the anti- 
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Fascist Italian opposition in 1924. 
Carlo Scerza is playing the role of 
Farinacci; Grandi, Badoglio, and Co. 
are playing the role of Federzoni; and 
the King who is always about to abdi- 
cate and never abdicates, his son, and 
his wife, and Pius XII are playing the 
role that the King and Pius XI played 
in 1924, 

In his press conference of June 11, 
President Roosevelt urged the Italian 
people to overthrow Mussolini, and he 
promised that they would have ‘‘com- 
plete freedom to choose a non-Fascist, 
non-Nazi kind of a government’. 
These words seemed to imply that our 
State Department had given up its in- 
trigues with the King, and any prospec- 
tive Fascist Darlans. But on June 17 
the International News Service an- 
nounced from London that “according 
to an Algiers radio broadcast, reported 
by Reuter’s . . . President Roosevelt's 
bid to the Italian people to overthrow 
Mussolini has made a deep impression 
on Italy. His remarks of sincere 
friendship with the House of Savoy 
met a very favorable echo among the 
Italian masses.” lf this remark was to 
be found in the text broadcast to Italy, 
the whole meaning of the message is 
changed. The Italian people would be 
free to choose their new government, 
provided they kept the Savoy mon- 
archy, which is tantamount to saying 
that they must choose a government of 
ex-Fascist politicians and army chiefs 
disguised as non-Fascists. However, in 
the President’s statement as published 
by the American press, there is no re- 
mark concerning the House of Savoy. 


The Algiers radio is an unreliable 
source of information. But in time 
of war, more than in time of peace, 
words are weapons. And there are 
words which should not be allowed to 
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go uncontradicted. If the expression 
of “sincere friendship” with the House 
of Savoy did actually exist in the text 
President Roosevelt read at the press 
conference, why was this phrase left 
“off the record”, as newspapermen are 
wont to say? If the phrase was not in 
the text, why and by whom was it 
added to the text broadcast to Italy? 
Was it interpolated by someone at the 
State Department, or by somebody else 
in London with or without President 
Roosevelt's consent? 

It seems incredible that any one 
could have tampered with the official 
text of the President’s words. Thus 
either the news given by the Algiers 
radio is wholly false or the State De- 
partment is so afraid of the unfavor- 
able reaction of the American public 
to any attempt to salvage the Savoy 
monarchy, as to resort to the methods 
of public deception so characteristic 
of the Fascist and Nazi regimes. As 
long as no disclaimer appears we are 
entitled to ask whether Mr. Churchill 
and President Roosevelt, while de- 
manding “military” unconditional sur- 
render, ate negotiating through Pius 
XII some kind of “political” compro- 
mise destined to follow ‘“‘military” un- 
conditional surrender when it takes 
place, tomorrow or six months from 


now. 
* * * 


Last May the Office of War Infor- 
mation released a “petition” of 
German Catholic Bishops calling on 
the Reich to end Nazi persecution of 
religion. 

If one peruses the document with 
enough attention, one finds that the 
German Episcopate, while condemning 
those Nazi policies which clash with 
the Catholic doctrine on strictly dog- 
matic and moral grounds, do not offer 
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one single word which could be con- 
strued as a condemnation of the Nazi 
political system and its international 
policies. 

The Bishops concern themselves 
with German occupied territories. 
They do not deplore that occupation. 
They confine themselves to deploring 
the “violations of the free practice of 
the religion of the Catholic Chris- 
tians.’” Note the word “Catholic.” The 
Bishops do not care about other forms 
of Christianity. 


The Bishops deplore the fact that 
“German people who have come to 
the Reich with great confidence and , 
expectation” are being “forced back” 
by Nazi religious policies. “Around 
Germany, in all the occupied terri- 
tories, a rampart of bitterness and en- 
mity is being erected” because of the 
ruthless interference “with freedom of 
conscience and the religious life.” In- 
terference with other personal and 
with political and national rights is a 
matter of indifference to the Bishops. 

They know that Alsace-Lorraine 
“has returned to the Reich after twenty 
years of foreign rule” and that its 
populace “received the arriving Ger- 
man troops with great enthusiasm in 
May, 1940, because it felt German, 
thought in a German way, and ex- 
pected more justice from the German 
administration than from the French.” 
But the German government has dis- 
appointed those good Germans by its 
religious behaviour. It “has struck the 
love of the deeply religious Lorraine 
people for the German fatherland.” 
The Bishops do not know that the Ger- 
man troops were received in Alsace in 
May 1940 with utter silence, and not 
“with great enthusiasm.” Even Lor- 
raine is for them a German land. They 
fully agree with Hitler on this score. 
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From Alsace-Lorraine the Bishops 
pass on to Luxembourg. Here the 
population ‘“‘received the German 
troops in a friendly way’ (why not 
with great enthusiasm?). But here 
also, “liking for us has been alien- 
ated.” 

“In the newly attached eastern terri- 
tories” (that is in Poland) “the re- 
ligious”’ situation is even worse. ‘“Not 
even the churches of parishes of Ger- 
man race have been spared.” Even 
“those clergymen who stood up for the 
German population under Polish rule” 
have been sent to concentration camps. 
Work was rendered impossible for 
“even those Polish clergymen who had 
shown themselves to be absolutely 
friendly to the Germans by race.” 
Do the Bishops find extenuating cir- 
cumstances for the sending of clergy- 
men not friendly to the Germans by 
race to concentration camps? One is 
left to guess, since no explicit protest 
is made on this score. 

Then the Bishops take care of the 
“regions which have returned to the 
Reich after belonging to Yugoslavia 
for twenty years.” Never had any of 
the Yugoslav territories belonged to 
the Reich before they ‘‘came’”’ to it in 
1941. They were part of the Haps- 
burg Empire. Obviously, according to 
the German Catholic Bishops, the 
Hapsburg Empire, with all its depen- 
dencies, had always been a part of the 
German Reich, and Hitler has but as- 
serted upon them a right which goes 
back to the Middle Ages. The Bishops 
know that “enthusiasm for Germany 
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existed in ninety percent of the popu- 
lation.” Where? In Slovenia! Pre- 
cisely in Slovenia! But even here the 
enthusiasm is turning into hatred, since 
the Slovenes are “deeply believing and 
zealous in religion.” The Bishops do 
not concern themselves with what hap- 
pens in Czechoslovakia. Most likely 
in their opinion, all is well there. 

Historical experience warns that at 
no time is stronger enmity aroused 
than when “a conquering nation strives 
to take away from the conquered his 
religion.” Therefore the Bishops feel 
“deep anxiety for the good name of 
the Fatherland”; they feel deeply te- 
sponsible for their “brothers-in-the- 
faith in the occupied territories’; and 
they beg the Government to put a stop 
to “‘anti-religious agitation of party 
cfficers against Church and Christian- 
ity.” One cannot expect to win up- 
tight people for Germany . . . and 
undertake to build a new and fairer 
Europe” while destroying Christianity. 

Those American papers which have 
described the protest as an evidence of 
the fact that the Catholic Episcopate 
in Germany heroically fights Nazism, 
have deceived their publics. The truth 
is that if Hitler gave up his anti- 
Catholic plans, the Bishops would be 
most loyal Nazi agents, and would 
whole-heartedly cooperate in building 
his “new and fairer Europe.” 

President Wilson waged a war to 
make the world safe for democracy. 
Is President Roosevelt waging the 
present war to make Europe safe for 
the Vatican? 


ROME SPEAKING ... 


An official Italian broadcast directed to England on June 14, 1943, day 
after the Pope spoke to 20,000 Italian workers in the Vatican Garden, said: 


“The social conception of Fascism follows the same line which the Pope men- 


tioned (in his speech), collaboration between the classes, between capital and 
labor instead of violent discord between them, respect tor the working man’s 
personality, prosperity for the worker's family. These fundamental lines of the 
Fascist regime have been put into practice in Italy ever since 1919.... 
“Fascism has made living conditions for the working classes what they are 


im 'italy today... in full agreement with the Pope’s words, and there are people 


who dare call Fascism a regime of oppression and slavery! 


“The Fascist authorities have assisted the 20,000 Italian workers to crowd 
to the Vatican and listen to the words of the Holy Father.” 

Another broadcast from Rome to the Middle East on June 15, 1943 stressed 
the identity between the social system of Fascism and that advocated by the 


Po pe: 


“The Pope’s words sounded inclusive condemnation of violence... which 
floods countries with blood and brings about forms of dictatorships of the pro- 
letariat of which the people are just as much slaves as they are under the capi- 


 talistic regime.” 


The Vatican itself has a radio too. It broadcast in Russian directed to the 


| Soviet Union on May 17, 1943: 


“Socialism violates the interests of men who live on their earnings since it 
deprives them of the right to dispose of their wages and thus prevents them in- 
creasing their capital and thus improving their living conditions. Socialists ad- 
vocate means which are incompatible with justice. By natural law every man 
has the, right to treat his property on the assumption that it belongs to him.” 
This is an attack on socialism which believes that the natural law imposes re- 
strictions on property rights to the extent that a man has no right to use his 
property to exploit other men. 

Another Vatican broadcast on May 25, 1943 devoted itself to the praise 
of St. Josaphat who was martyred while carrying on the great work of winning 
back the Russians to the Roman church: “In commemoration of this third cen- 
tenary and to invoke the Saint’s intercession for the conversion of the people of 
Russia a solemn oriental rite litany has been celebrated in the Roman church of 
(name inaudible) ... for the hastening of Russia’s return to the true faith, a 
return which 26 years ago at Faitma Our Lady promised would take place... .” 

Further with regard to the conversion of the Russians, the Vatican radio 
broadcast on May 25, 1943: “... these Russian items call up reports of Poland 
which through its Catholics of oriental rite is mapped out for a particular part, 
together with the other Slav people, in rewinning the people of Russia to the 
church.” 


SMIGLY-RYDZ—POLISH DARLAN 


By ANTONI GRONOWICZ 


@p JUNE 22, the Associated Press 
reported that Marshal Edward 
Smigly-Rydz is once more in Poland, 
leading the underground military 
movement against Germany. This has 
been denied and then re-affirmed. 

Think back to the late summer of 
1939. At that time the marshal was 
vacillating, hesitating, and then being 
forced to lead his army against the in- 
vading Nazis, only to suffer a nervous 
collapse on the very day of the bom- 
bardment. The story is that on that 
day, instead of encouraging his troops 
and directing his officers, he shuddered 
and cried mad despair. On September 
third he abandoned his troops alto- 
gether, and slipped quietly out of War- 
saw to a safe Nazi haven. 

Now he is back, and as a “hero” 
and “patriot”, is organizing military re- 
sistance to the Nazis whose cause he 
sponsored and sustained. Will the Po- 
lish people accept this ostentatious 
change of heart on its face value, or 
will they strive to discover its hidden 
significance? Will they applaud the 
Marshal’s valiant heart and spirit, or 
will they shake their heads and mur- 
mur, “There is something fishy here?” 
Surely, the latter, for the Polish people 
living in Poland have to date resisted 
most “outside” influence, and they are 
hardly likely to consider Smigly-Rydz 
anything but an “outsider”, and a Ger- 
man outsider at that. 

Something is afoot, and it is impos- 
sible not to weave a number of other 
happenings into one purpose, and to 
conclude that the purpose is to assail 
the unity that the Polish people living 
in Poland have achieved during four 


years of their bitterly enforced slavery 
to Germany: (a) the “advice” of 
Hans Frank, general governor of Oc- 
cupied Poland that the Polish people 
organize a “pure’’ Polish army against 
Russia. This advice was published in 
the June seventh issue of Nowy Kurjer 
Warszawski, the leading Nazi paper 
of Poland. (b) On June fifteenth 
Fritz Sauckel in a public address in 
Warsaw explained that the Polish peo- 
ple would have good territorial profit 
if they would fight with Germany on 
the eastern front. (c) Immediately 
following this speech which should be 
considered ‘‘advice”’, Leon Kozlowski, 
an ex-prime minister of Poland and 
founder of the Polish concentration 
camps, broadcast the “advice” over the 
Polish radio that the Polish people 
would be greatly benefited by accept- 
ing and acting upon the advice of 
Fritz Sauckel and Hans Frank. In this 
broadcast Mr. Kozlowski had two no- 
table Polish mouthpieces—Ferdynand 
Goetel and Emil Skiwski, both writers 
of prominence in Poland, and these 
two did not act merely as voice for Mr. 
Kozlowski, but wrote articles in sup- 
port of their cause for various Polish 
papers, 

The climax to these three happen- 
ings is the dramatic reappearance of 
Marshal Smigly-Rydz. That the four 
happenings weave themselves into a 
united purpose is not to be doubted by 
most observant and liberal-minded 
people. Smigly-Rydz's collapse in 1939 
was not that of the noble statesman 
suddenly confronted by the unfaithful- 
ness of others, It was the despairing 
collapse of one who saw his prestige 
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: put to rout by the attacking planes of 
_ those in whom he had placed his con- 
| fidence; his wails were the agony of 
_ shame and chagrin. 

Marshal Smigly-Rydz’s career is by 
no means an alluring record of states- 
manship and noble self-effacement for 
his country’s benefit. He rose rapidly 
chiefly because he succeeded in ingra- 
tiating himself with Marshal Pilsud- 
ski, and it is true that his success in this 
1espect was due in no small measure 
to his knowledge of military science. 
Smigly-Rydz was little more than the 
bearer of the Pilsudski tradition with- 
out the resolution of the old Marshal 

to support and encourage him. 
| Of course, when he succeeded to 
Pilsudski’s post of Minister of War 
and Marshal of the army, as he did in 
1936, he had his enthusiastic support- 
ers, who, as was natural, were the 
army people and those who saw no 
future for Poland except in military 
dictatorship. 

Smigly-Rydz, confronted on Septem- 
ber 1, 1939, by an emergency which 
he in his ignorance had not anticipat- 
ed and separated by death from the 
stern resolution of Marshal Pilsudski, 
was as helpless as a babe in arms. Like 
a whipped cur, he ran away to Rou- 
mania. Like a puppet, he has returned, 
but not to the Poland he left in 1939, 
and not the Poland of the German- 
Polish Pact of 1934. 

To get a clear picture of this newly- 
emerged Poland that has been giv- 
ing growing proof of strength and 
unity, let us turn back for a very 
brief glance at Poland during the 
thirteen years that the balance of 
power was in the hands of Mar- 
shal Pilsudski and his followers. 
In doing so, bear this in mind—no 
sense of democratic security existed in 
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the country. The government was nev- 
et free of external influences, and was 
always in a state of vacillation. 


Ever since Pilsudski seized power in 
1926, the democratic statement that 
“the supreme authority of a country 
belongs to the people,” which was set 
down in the liberal constitution of 
1921, was gradually erased. By 1935 
a new constitution affirmed that the 
supreme power of the government was 
vested in the president and that he was 
responsible to ‘God and History.” Per- 
haps if Pilsudski had become presi- 
dent, the dictatotial powers might not 
have been misused with such flagrancy, 
but Pilsudski was ill, and he named his 
triend, Professor Moscicki, to the post. 
After Pilsudski’s death Smigly-Rydz 
was appointed to be his successor, and 
prior to that, Colonel Beck, a Pole of 
German origin, had become foreign 
minister. 

The moral authority was still the 
patriarchal Moscicki, but all three— 
president, marshal, and foreign-min- 
ister strove to carry out what they 
thought would have been the wishes 
of Pilsudski. They took very little cog- 
nizance of the wishes of the people. 

September 1939 revealed that they 
had no understanding of the people’s 
will to resistance. These three ran for 
cover; the people fought with heroic 
zeal. Their action must have been a 
surprise to their leaders, but not to the 
progressive popular groups that had 
been growing within Poland during 
the thirteen years of dictatorship. For 
despite the strict surveillance and the 
threat of concentration camps, oppos- 
ing factions had developed. The most 
active was the Peoples’ Party under the 
spiritual leadership of the exiled Win- 
centy Witos. The Socialist Party and 
the young Democratic Party, a white 
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collar workers’ organization, gave 
strength to the opposition. All three 
opposing parties were supported by 
Paderewski who was a true democrat. 

By the end of September, 1939, 
these three parties—Peoples’, Socialist, 
and Democratic — were the domi- 
nating political force within Poland. 
True, Poland had been forced to a 
state of slavery, but these three groups 
united against the aggressor, with the 
result that a new Poland was born. 
That the Polish people who were left 
in the country kept their idealism and 
desire for democratic independence is 
borne out by the fact that no Polish 
soldiers have ever been sent to fight 
with the Germans on any front. Fur- 
thermore, fifty thousand Polish off- 
cers, including seven generals, have re- 
mained in German prison camps, en- 
tirely unresponsive to the threats of 
the “Red menace,” of which the Ger- 
mans have constantly warned them. 


Today eighty underground papers 
flourish in Poland and these papers do 
not write of the “Red menace” but 
warn of the German terror and adjure 
their readers to remain firm in their 
opposition to it. Hans Frank may “ad- 
vise’; Leon Kozlowski may reason; 
Fritz Sauckel may promise—yet the 
Polish people are not likely to be 
drawn from their purpose of achieving 
democratic independence. Not after 
four years of resistance. Not even Ed- 
ward Smigly-Rydz can cause them to 
deviate from their resolution. Indeed, 
least of all—Edward Smigly-Rydz, for 
there is no Pole in Poland today who 
does not scorn him for the years dur- 
ing which he trysted with Goebbels 
and Goering and Hitler. Smigly-Rydz, 
who whimpered and cried and ran 
away in 1939 is not likely to make 
much impression on the fathers and 
mothers and brothers and sisters of the 
fighting Poles. 


VATICAN PLANS FOR GERMANY 


By HENRY WALTER BRANN 


“Rome dispatches reaching Switzerland in a steady stream these 
days reveal unusual diplomatic activity by the Vatican which is 
interpreted by correspondents as a sign that the Pope is pre- 
paring to take a divect peace initiative.” 


Cable to the New York Post and Chicago Daily News, 


May 26, 1943. 


ne THE doom of Fascist Italy draws 
nearer and nearer, the Vatican’s 
political activity grows larger and larg- 
er. Pius XII is resolved to become the 
peace maker of World War II and 
thus re-establish the diplomatic influ- 
ence of the Holy See. He knows that 
American big business as well as some 
_ of the English tories look upon the 


Vatican as the last dyke against the 
growing flood of democratic upheav- 
als which will inundate the European 
continent after Hitler’s defeat. 

Pius XII did not wait for the call 
for help from Wall Street and London 
City to prepare everything fitting into 
his new part as peace arbitrator. He 
saw to it that the representatives of 
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' both the Allied Powers and the Axis 
, countries could meet in “neutral” Vat- 
| ican City as well as in Switzerland and 
Portugal. So the papal peace plans 
have already reached a very advanced 
stage. Intrusted with their diplomatic 
management was Pius’s nuncio to 
Bern, Monsignor Bernardini who for 
quite a while has been his master’s 
leading instrument for this purpose. 
This man is often en route between 
Bern and Rome and can inform the 
Pope as to any change of opinion he 
_ may observe, especially in Allied cir- 
cles. Archbishop Spellman on the oc- 
casion of his famous trip to Europe 
_ took his cues from Bernardini and thus 


did not need to go to Switzerland him- 
| self. 


It is a proof of the Vatican’s keen 
_ sense of realpolitik that even now Italy 
is treated as a ‘‘quantité negligeable” 
_ among the Axis powers. The Pope 
| is convinced that Nazi Germany's 
| strength and menace alone can prevent 
Italy from making peace with the Al- 
lies as soon as possible. This situation 
is analogous to Austria’s attitude 
_ towards the end of the First World 
War when only the occupation of Ty- 
rol by German troops and the much 
discussed danger of war between Aus- 
tria and Germany could keep the old 
Hapsburg monarchy on Germany’s 
side. 

Therefore, for the peace plan of the 
Vatican the Axis is represented only by 
the German partner, headed by Herr 
von Weizsaecker, the newly appointed 
Ambassador to the Vatican, an old ca- 
reer diplomat and only a “must” Nazi. 

Here is a rough sketch of the plan: 
As soon as Italy is knocked out of the 
war in one way or the other (even if 
parts of North Italy are still in Ger- 
man hands) and when the Allies have 
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landed at some important places in 
Scandinavia, in the Balkans, and espe- 
cially in France, but not yet reached 
German soil, German heavy industry 
and big landowners will sacrifice the 
Nazis and provoke a complete Ger- 
man collapse. This collapse which will 
first be economical is to occur as a 
“sensational surprise” and should im- 
mediately lead to the military surren- 
der. Some especially heavy bombard- 
ments of big German cities will likely 
precede that event and thus strengthen 
the general opinion that the German 
people could no longer stand this ter- 
rible ‘‘war of nerves.’ Once the sud- 
den collapse and surrender is an ac- 
complished fact, the Vatican would di- 
rectly approach Washington and Lon- 
don and allure the leading foreign 
secretaries by the Fata Morgana of a 
nearly bloodless victory over the first 
military power of Europe. It will not 
fail to be explained what an enormous 
asset such a quick and relatively easy 
victory would mean for them in the 
eyes of their own people. 


As far as the peace terms are con- 
cerned, they are already being worked 
over by both Monsignor Bernardini 
and Herr von Weizsaecker who got 
his post with the Vatican against Herr 
von Ribbentrop’s wishes. Germany 
would renounce any conquest and ac- 
cept the boundaries of 1918 with the 
only exception of retaining Luxem- 
burg. It would even deliver Austria to 
a Hapsburg emperor if this man were 
willing to make an alliance with the 
“New Germany” (a shrewd conces- 
sion to the Otto group in Washing- 
ton). On the domestic front, all anti- 
Semitic legislation would be revoked 
immediately and the Jews restored to 
their former status. The new govern- 
ment would even give them their prop- 
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erty back and, “where this would 
prove impossible,” pay high financial 
compensations. (This sounds like a 
very radical change of policy. But it 
is perhaps the most sublime of ironics. 
How many Jews will be alive inside of 
the boundaries of Germany after what 
has happened?) 


Most of the democratic laws of the 
Weimar constitution would be re-es- 
tablished immediately. The new gov- 
ernment of Germany would be headed 
by a member of the former Center 
(Zentrum) Party, either Dr. Bruening 
or, in case the Allies would prefer a 
new man less “well” known to the 
man in the street, there would be made 
some proposals in this direction. Pos- 
sibly Cardinal von Faulhaber or the 
Berlin Bishop Curt von Preysing or 
Bishop Galen of Muenster might be 
better at this place. All three are ad- 
mired by the entire world because of 
their heroic criticism of the Nazis. Even 
members of the former Social Demo- 
cratic Party would take part in the gov- 
ernment. The secret influence of the 
mighty peace group is already shown 
us by the sudden release of former So- 
cialists from concentration camps. But 
notwithstanding the cooperation of 
members of democratic parties of Wei- 
mer Germany the old parties would 
not be revived under their old names. 
There would be founded one great 
party, namely the so-called German 
Liberty Party (Deutsche Freiheits- 
Partei), yes, the very one which had 
become famous for its secret broad- 
casts. 

The “New Government” of Ger- 
many will be ready to work in strictest 
collaboration with the Anglo-Ameri- 
can Permanent Committee which it is 
planned will supervise all matters of 
German politics for a period of 10-15 
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years. The seat of the committee will © 
be arranged in the heart of Wilhelm- — 
strasse in Berlin itself. German heavy 
industry will obligate itself to con- — 
clude intimate alliances with the lead- — 
ing American and British industrial 
plants of the same kind. 


Such arrangement would avoid any 
artificial breaking-up of the Reich’s 
unity because this measure would be- 
come quite superfluous. Concerning 
the Wehrmacht, it might be decided 
whether or not it would be dissolved, 
entirely according to the wishes of the ~ 
Allied Committee. But given the ne- © 
cessity of policing Germany and Cen- — 
tral Europe against the danger of anti- 
capitalistic revolutions the “New Ger- 
man Government’? would propose to 
keep up the nucleus of the very well ~ 
trained German army and to place it | 
simply under an Allied High Com- 
mand permanently installed in Berlin. 


With the taking over of the “New 
Government” by the German Liberty 
Party in which former liberal conserva- 
tives, Catholics, former Social Demo- 
crats would cooperate with each other 
for the common aim “to save from 
complete destruction whatever could 
be saved,” the Nazi Party would be 
disbanded and outlawed. All of its 
higher placed members would be ar- 
rested and put on trial by special courts 
arranged by the “New Government.” 
But on the other hand any “illegal 
popular justice’ would be outlawed 
because it might stir up revolutionary 
riots. 

The extraordinary cunning of these 
“peace proposals” need not be 
stressed. 


The entire bargain to be proposed 
by the Pope “‘in order to finish quickly 
the terrible men’s slaughter” reminds 
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the author of these lines of a pamphlet 
by Otto Authenrieth, a former official 
of the Imperial Foreign Office, as early 
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booklet wrapped with the Black- 
White-Red colors which had been 
banned by the Republican Reichstag 


as the summer of 1919 whose title 
was: “If We Had Real Diplo- 
mats. .. . The Possibilities of Taking 
Advantage of the World’s Situation 
In Spite of the German Defeat.’’ This 


showed how easy it would be to split 
the Allied powers and recuperate a 
diplomatical key position for Germany 
if only her statesmen would be suf- 
ficiently Machiavellian. 


* * * 


OWI! CONFIRMATION OF THE 
BERLIN-ALGIERS-NEW YORK AXIS 


In the February-March issue of THE PROTESTANT we published an article 
by XXX entitled The Berlin-Algiers-New York Axis exposing for the first time 


the secret financial dealings between German, French and American financial 
institutions. 


The Office of War Information in its report No. 130 of May 21, 1943 
called NEWS FROM EUROPE publishes the following story from its representa- 
tive in Zurich, Switzerland: 


“THE GERMANS HAVE FOUND AN EXCEEDINGLY INGENIOUS WAY OF CON- 
VERTING REICHSMARKS OF DUBIOUS WORTH INTO EXCELLENT AMERICAN DOL- 
LARS BY A PERFECTLY LEGAL PROCESS. THE ONLY REQUISITE IS A SUFFICIENT 
NUMBER OF THE RIGHT BUSINESS CONNECTIONS. 


“The procedure is as follows: A German living in the Reich sends Reichs- 
mark notes to a friend in France for conversion into French francs at the official 
rate, that is, 20 French francs for one Reichsmark. Along the Swiss frontier the 
Italian occupation authorities are very easy going, so that ways and means can 
be found of taking French banknotes out of France into Switzerland, whereas 
their export across the Franco-S panish frontier into Spain is not possible because 
there the Germans are in occupation and the law against the export of bank- 
notes is rigorously applied. From Switzerland, however, banknotes can be sent 
quite legally by post.to Barcelona and the occupation authorities in France do 
not interfere because the notes are merely in transit. From Barcelona the French 
banknotes can be sent to North Africa where they are convertible into dollars 
at the rate of 75 French francs to one dollar. 


“The extent of the business done can be gauged from the transactions of 
Geneva banks on behalf of Swiss clients who also desire to take advantage of 
this possibility and place orders for the purchase of French banknotes circulat- 
ing in Switzerland against Swiss francs. Originally 100 French francs could be 
bought for 1.10 Swiss, francs, but in the course of time the quotation has risen 
to 2.40 Swiss francs, EACH OF THE THREE GENEVA BANKS AVERAGES PURCHASES 
OF ABOUT 1,000,000 FRENCH FRANCS DAILY, THAT IS, ALL THREE TOGETHER 
ABOUT 100,000,000 MONTHLY. THIS IS QUITE APART FROM THE TRANSIT OF 
FRENCH BANKNOTES of which the banks, of course, have no cognizance.” 


NEGRO SOLDIERS—FOR WHAT? 


By JESSE J. JACKSON 


—"As the value of labor declines in production, it also declines in warfare; 


hence it will be treated with less consideration. . 


.. The lower strata of the 


community will be composed of those subject to compulsory labor, tending 


to constitute a permanent pariah caste. . . 


a) 


H. D. LasswELL, American Journal of Sociology, Jan. 1941. 


HIS PIECE might have been entitled 
“Negroes in the Garrison State” 
were it not for the danger of drawing 
too heavily upon a “developmental 
construct.” It has been suggested by 
an abstract written by Harold D. Lass- 
well, The Garrison State, which ap- 
peared in the January 1941 issue of 
The American Journal of Sociology, 
by a review of events affecting Negroes 
in World War II, letters received by 
the writer from colored boys in train- 
ing camps and stories told him by 
colored boys home on leave. 

Time magazine reported on March 
2, 1942 that Harry Carpenter, Negro 
soldier, had been tried for the state- 
ment: “This is a white man’s war, and 
it’s no damn good.” 

From the same issue: “In spite of 
the shortage of skilled labor, black 
citizens are unwelcome in war indus- 
tries.” Under the heading: “We Sho’ 
Like it Here” Time reported on July 
20, 1942, ‘The first Negro troops ever 
to land in the tight little isle—two 
Quartermaster Corps truck companies 
—they had not yet learned that Jim 
Crow never got to England.” 

Of the colored air squadron which 
was created after the Negro press and 
PM raised the issue Time reported 
Aug. 3, 1942: “The planters referred 
contemptuously to ‘that nigger air- 
port.’ A white planter telephoned that 
he would kill the first Negro soldier 
who ever again waved greetings to his 


women folk.” Issue after issue 
throughout 1942 Time colorfully re- 
ported the killing, beating and incon- 
venient plight of soldiers born black. 

A few choice sentences from letters 
I've gotten from friends in southern 
training camps run as follows: “Jack, 
stay out of it if you can... . It is hell 
down here. . . . I'd give $5,000 for a 
one way ticket back to Ohio. . 
Down here it’s nigger-this and nigger- 
that every time you turn around. ... 
I don’t dare to go into town on pay 
day. Some of the boys get to drinking 
that lynch whiskey. . . . These babies 
never tite of rehearsing the Civil 
W atria 

Columbus, Ohio’s most militant Ne- 
gro protest organization, the Vanguard 
League, with total membership of one 
thousand members ($1.00 joining 
fee), has sent President Roosevelt sev- 
eral strongly worded protests upon evi- 
dence submitted this organization by 
fearful parents. 

At first you become wretchedly 
angry thinking about these things 
especially if you’re under thirty-eight 
and subject to being hauled down 
south to get some of this special treat- 
ment. You try to figure this business 
in the light of previous experience, 
but you know right off you're inade- 
quate because you've lived in Ohio all 
your life, attended mixed schools, and 
worked on whatever jobs you were 


qualified for. 
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_ You approach this tangle from pro- 
nouncements of military authorities 
and you find that Generai Hershey, 
upon being confronted with charges of 
army Jim Crowism, claimed the army 
had nothing to do with racial attitudes 
and that they took them as they found 
them. 

Concerning the army’s attitude 
toward Negroes a friend has given me 
the best interpretation of what Gen- 
eral Hershey meant. This friend and 
another Negro were attending officers’ 
training school in Georgia. Each day 
as they boarded the bus for classes a 
group of white students on the bus 
would begin talking loudly about “‘nig- 
gers.” The friend and his companion 
approached the officer in charge to 
protest the use of the term “nigger.” 
The officer listened attentively to their 
complaint. When they had finished he 
said: 

“You've got to consider the back- 
ground of these boys. When they say 
‘nigger’ they don’t mean anything by 
it. They've got ‘niggers’ working for 
them in their homes. I’ve got ‘niggers’ 
working for me. Don’t pay any at- 
tention to their saying ‘nigger.’ It’s 
when they say ‘damn nigger’ that you 
want to take offense!” 


This emphasis upon the Negro as a 
menial, this reference to former condi- 
tions of servitude, is important. We 
shall come back to it. It is the thing 
that comes to mind in reading The 
Garrison State. 


If you examine the Negro as a factor 
in the fighting forces of the United 
States since its birth you will find that 
he was a force from the first shot of 
the Revolutionary War to the last skir- 
mish of World War I and throughout 
these conflicts there was always the 
question of whether the Negro was to 
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be accorded the rights of a fellow com- 
batant or that of lackey. 

A fair sample of this problem is 
found in the July 1942 issue of the 
Journal of Negro History under an 
article titled: Virginia Negro in the 
American Revolution. 


Because of the hard life on the sea, 
especially in war time, it is likely that 
Negro seamen in the Revolution under 
various commanders fared about like the 
Negro seamen in the War of 1812 under 
Commodore Perry. 

Under this officer white and colored 
men messed together and they frater- 
nized in general. All enjoyed together 
the bounteous supply of rum given by 
the State—half pint a day with an extra 
amount during periods of fighting. 
Elsewhere in this informative article 

we find: 

The soldiers of color were sometimes 
discriminated against by their officers. 
Thus one Virginia Negro soldier, 
Thomas Evans, was prevented from 
fighting in the battle of Monmouth even 
though he was regularly enlisted. Evans 
was allowed to march with his regiment 
within two miles of Monmouth when 
Colonel Brent of this regiment ordered 
him not to fight but to remain behind 
and take care of his baggage. 


There were seventy-five Negro com- 
missioned officers in the Civil War, 
their highest rank being Lt. Colonel. 
And 178,975 colored soldiers took part 
in this conflict. At this time the prob- 
lems of equal pay and types of service 
were encountered continuously. 

It remained for the men who guided 
the military efforts of the U. S. during 
World War I to finally put the Negro 
where he was to suffer shame and dis- 
grace on a scale that was startling. 
Dr. Carter G. Woodson, the historian, 
states: 


To the Service of Supply regiments 
most Negro draftees were sent. Not less 
than three-fourths of the 200,000 of the 
Negroes sent to France were reduced to 
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laborers. It resulted that one-tenth of 
the population of the nation was com- 
pelled by a country fighting for democ- 
racy abroad, to supply three-fourths of 
the labor of the expeditionary force. 
They were commanded moreover, 
largely by illiterate, prejudiced white 
men, and finally all but enslaved in the 
Service of Supply divisions abroad by 
unsympathetic whites, the majority of 
whom were Southerners on the order of 
slave drivers. These Negroes were sub- 
jected to unnecessary rigor; they were 
assigned unusually hard tasks; they were 
given inadequate recreation, while white 
soldiers in the same camp were exempt 
from these hardships. Abusive language, 
kicks and cuffs and injurious blows were 
the order of the day in dealing with the 

Negroes impressed into this branch of 

service. 

Many of us have been taught the 
foregoing so thoroughly that it would 
be difficult to find a more cynical group 
in the United States. 


A Negro graduate of West Point 
who has endured the first year’s ‘“Cov- 
entry” and received the “traditional 
recognition” might enlighten us upon 
the caste system of our army. For here 
at the tax payers’ expense future army 
officials’ attitudes on race and democ- 
racy are formed on the basis of their 
treatment of the not more than one 
or two Negro students. In turn the 
Negro student’s acceptance of “Cov- 
entry” and “traditional recognition” 
makes him a party to this cute trans- 
lation of the Articles of War. 

We are indebted to David Riesman’s 
The Politics of Persecution which ap- 
peared in the quarterly Public Opinion 
during the Spring of 1942, for further 
light upon this caste system: 


Contempt for the Negroes does help 
to unify Southern whites of all classes. 
... Furthermore the Negro can be “kept 
in his place’ by non-verbal, traditional 
behavior which is taken for granted not 
only by the whites but by the majority of 
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the Negroes themselves who have lost 

their sense of protest. 

Elsewhere in this discussion the author 
defines ‘‘the social weakness of Jews’ 
which covers pretty thoroughly the 
condition of the Negro: 

The high clergy, the landed gentry, 
the military caste, the high civil ser- 
vants—these set the tone of the society. 
These are the groups glorified in popular 
literature and national tradition. .. . 
These are the groups who possess social 
assurance and arrogance, a potent assist- 
ance to winning awe from others. 

But this much may be said for the 
military clique: the idea of forced la- 
bor for the Negro was nursed into a 
living thing by the industrialists who 
used Negroes for “nigger jobs” or as 
scabs. And it gathered considerable 
strength under various work relief pro- 
grams during the depression by (of all 
persons) the connivance of social 
workers who after all are the agents of 
the industrialists, politicians and other 
guardians of the status quo. 

It remained for our militarists to 
give “compulsory labor” the green 
light. 

Is this mal-treatment of the Negro 
soldier a covert manifestation of an- 
tagonism the majority group holds for 
a minority intent upon bettering their 
position during a crisis? Is this what 
happens to the un-integrated section 
of the community, the lower status 
group whose destiny has been caught 
in “the inertia and rigidity of the 
mores,” this disfranchised group in a 
highly industrialized society at war 
where competition becomes conflict 
and competitors enemies ? 

* * * 


You cannot fight fire with fire un- 
less you are willing to first destroy that 
which you wish to save. Our reac- 
tionaries lose sight of the fact that 
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though contempt for Negroes may 
solidify white groups—it was this same 
witches’ brew that started Tojo and 
Hitler on their way to hell. 

We must make an ever growing 
island of fair play of this great conti- 
nent as the broad base for our offensive 
or we shall end with some conquered 
territory, new world markets, tech- 
nological expansion never dreamed of, 
the smouldering hatred of the deluded 
and the defeated, and though Hitler 
and Tojo will no doubt be properly 
adjusted in padded air tight cells Mein 
Kampf will have taken root in the 
hearts of the victors. . . . The racial 
theorist who began life as a paper 
hanger will have won out over all. 
And what is more we might even get 
a Garrison state. 

Against the rich background of the 
American Negro in the entire history 
of our country compare the following 
developments as taken from the March 
6th issue of the Pittsburgh Courier: 


McNUTT WANTS NEGRO DRAFT 
QUOTA RAISED 


Washington, D. C., Mar. 4—The te- 
fusal of the Army and Navy to accept 
Negro volunteers in the first year of the 
draft has boomeranged with such force 
that War Manpower Chief Paul V. Mc- 
Nutt has become alarmed over the large 
number of Negro 1-A’s who have not 
been drafted, while the pool for 1-A 
whites is almost exhausted. 

Mr. McNutt suggested this week that 
in the future Negroes be called by draft 


number—regardless of race percentages. 


Negroes Were Rejected 

While whites were volunteering in 
large numbers in the first draft year, 
Negroes were rejected for more than 
two years. Now the bottom of the pool 
of white single men has been reached in 
most communities and a large number of 
single 1-A Negroes are waiting to be 
ralled.) ash 


AVERS SOLDIERS CLEAN TOILETS 
AT GA. CAMP 


Forced to Rise Hour Earlier to Perform 
Menial Tasks for White Soldiers 
NAACP Charges 


Washington, D. C., Mar. 4—Why are 
Negro soldiers required to rise an hour 
earlier than white soldiers at Camp 
Wheeler, Georgia? the Washington Bu- 
reau of the NAACP demanded this 
week of Secretary of War Stimson. 


STIMSON DENIES PROMOTION 
BAN ON RACE OFFICERS 


BULLETIN: Fort Huachuca, Ariz., 
Mar. 4—Brig. General Benjamin O. 
Davis, Sr., arrived here Friday. It is be- 
lieved the purpose of his visit is to 
clarify War department policy respecting 
promotions for Negro officers. 

By JoE SHEPHARD, 
(Courier Correspondent) 


Washington, D. C., Mar. 4—Moving 
to correct two morale-shattering and er- 
roneous impressions which have gained 
wide circulation during the past few 
weeks, the War Department, on Satur- 
day, issued statements clarifying its pol- 
icy on the use of colored troops for com- 
bat duty and the promotion of Negro 
line officers. 

Revealing that of the more than 450,- 
000 colored troops now in all branches 
of the service, more than 60,000 are 
serving beside other army units outside 
of the continental United States in both 
the Far Pacific and North Africa, it an- 
swered the question of combat use of 
colored troops spotlighted by Congress- 
man Hamilton Fish on the floor of the 
House two weeks ago. 


HASTIE’S BOX SCORE 


Washington, D. C., Mar. 4—Home 
runs in the form of more favorable ac- 
tions in respect to Negro troops have 
been piling up as a result of the resigna- 
tion of Judge William Hastie as civilian 
aide to the Secretary of War. Among 
the steps taken since Hastie announced 
his resignation have been: 
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1. Abandonment of the separate Air 
Force trainirig school for Negro 
officers at Jefferson Barracks, Mis- 
souri. 

2. Assignment of Negro medical of- 
ficers to Randolph Field to study 
aviation medicine. 

3. Launching of a program to train 
Negroes as bombardiers and navi- 
gators. 

4. Expansion of technical training 
for Negroes in Army Air Force 
schools. 

5. Expansion of the pilot training 
program. 

6. Removal of barriers to promotion 
of Negro officers. 

Surely the tragedy of Pearl Harbor 
stalks the land where army officials 
associate a man’s combat ability with 
the hue of his skin. 

[Since this article was written, a 
number of events have brought the 
problems discussed in it closer to the 
public: 

Judge William Hastie, Negro civil- 
ian aide to the Secretary of War re- 


June-July | 


signed, protesting army's methods of — 
dealing with Negro troops. : 
Several Congressmen are now at-— 
tempting to discover why there are as 
yet no Negro combatants in the con- — 
flict. 
From Jamaica, Long Island, comes — 
the case of Winfred Lynn, Negro, who — 
has refused to serve in the army, to the 
Supreme Court to test the legality of 
discrimination in our army. 


The March On Washington move- 
ment, which gained executive order 
8802 and the F.E.P.C., under the lead- — 
ership of A. Phillip Randolph, is 
quietly organizing a nation-wide fight 
against “the slavery of Second-class 
citizenship.” 

And Negroes are saying to one an- 
other: “Why should a black man go 
thousands of miles to fight a brown 
man to free a white man? Let us fight 
to make Democracy safe for the 
world,” —ED. } 


INSANE PARADOX 


The Flaming Cross— 

Das Flammenkreuz— 

La Croix de Feu 

W ord symbol of intolerance! 
Once more its coiling smoke 
Has smothered the mind 


And from its flame the ancient serpent’s hiss 
“Slay the Jews’— 

Stabs sharp insistance 

“Slay the Jews who slew the Saviour! 

Slay the Jews!” 


Should it not flame! that Cross 


No shelter now! a club 


Strikes down the bearded patriarch, 


Makes rich the ground 


With blood of babes and innocents, 
That cross, the symbol of the Jeu 


Who preached Love . 


. . Insane Paradox! 


CONRAD MEYER. 


PR EV i EAW oO 


VITAL 


ERTER A TURE 


BUILDERS OF THE WALLS 


FREEDOM OF THE SOUL, by Dwight J. Bradley, Association Press, Revell, pp. 


124; $1.50. 


The great lament of the Dark Ages 
was: Jam non est propheta—there are 
no more prophets, that is to say cou- 
rageous speakers of the truth, men who 
by virtue of divine authority dare to 
tell the mighty of the earth’ in concrete 
cases and in specific circumstances: 
Thou shalt! ... or Non Licet! It is 
again the lament of our day wherein 
we see society disrupted by calamities 
of which we are both the authors and 
the victims and which proceed directly 
and inescapably from a lack of a com- 
mon moral conception of the world, 
of men and of history. It may seem 
out of place, untimely and out of har- 
mony with the spirit of the age, with 
barbaric atheism and mechanized ma- 
terialism on the one side and individ- 
ualized mysticism on the other, to 
speak up for an heteronomous moral- 
ity, for objectivized doctrines, a body 
of Christ, a church even, but Dr. Brad- 
ley does it, because it must be done. 
Therefore he is a prophet. 

The Christian church, which was to 
have been the salt of the earth, has too 
long lost the capacity of salt, which 
is to sting and bite and give taste and 
character to the substance with which 
it is mixed. If churchmen will begin 
to speak out, as Dr. Bradley does, in 
this excellent and lucid little book, 
there is yet hope for the world in the 
final battle that is now upon us. Dr. 
Bradley makes one feel that the church 
of Christ does not confess, that is to 
say speak up in order to live. She 


lives in order to confess. Yes, only 
when the church of Christ speaks, as 
she does through the mouth and pen 
of Dwight J. Bradley, can it be said 
that she is truly alive. This book, 
which sees a spiritual awakening in 
the offing for the American people as 
the only road to swerve the nation into 
the stream of human freedom, is high- 
ly recommended to all men and wo- 
men to whom the Kingdom of God 
is the paramount value in life. If we 
want to, we may be the builders of the 
walls of the Kingdom until at last it 
shall dominate over the forces of sin 
and greed, over imperialism and fas- 
cism. Dr. Bradley makes a serious call. 
And he does it in a language which is 
precise, beautiful, and which does not 
talk down in the aloof, schoolmastery, 
condescending fashion of the moral- 
ist. A book for our time! 


PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


THE JEWS IN SPAIN. By Dr. Abraham 
A. Neuman. New York: Jewish 
Publication Society. 


Paradoxically enough, the Jewish 
group in Medieval Spain fared much 
better at the hands of the temporal 
powers for whom they constituted a 
source of rich revenue, than they did 
at the hands of the Church, which 
viewed their very existence as a chal- 
lenge to its authority and doctrine. To 
endure bitter opposition from the 
church and constant spoliation from 
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the kings was an achievement. To at- 
tain moral distinction, economic 
wealth and political power represents 
an unusual phenomenon—the record 
of which the author tells with justi- 
fiable pride, and yet with scientific 
precision and scholarly objectivity. 


In The Jews in Spain is an intensely 
interesting account of the life of a 
minority — the Jews — in Medieval 
Spain. Volume I deals in the main 
with those external forces which made 
the Jewish community in the best 
sense of the much abused term “a 
state within a state.” It analyzes in de- 
tail the political organization of the 
community, its machinery for self- 
government; the system of tax assess- 
ment and collection—a source of bit- 
terness among the Jews, since they 
were constantly subject to fresh and 
burdensome demands; and the admin- 
istration of justice—Jews rarely hav- 
ing recourse to non-Jewish tribunals. 
The multiple economic functions 
which the Jews fulfilled, and by means 
of which they contributed towards the 
economic development of the country 
are considered at length and should 
serve to correct many an erroneous im- 
pression concerning Jewish economic 
pursuits. 


The farming of taxes for the king, 
and often for the Church Bishops was 
a major occupation of rich Jews, and 
brought the entire people into great 
disfavor with the masses. Money 
lending, or more correctly banking in 
which the rich Jews engaged, also 
served to inflame the public mind. 
Fanatical clerics found here fertile soil 
for anti-Jewish crusades which only too 
often ended in disaster for the Jewish 
community. 

Volume II of this authoritative work 
deals with the inner life of the com- 
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munity, with the religious, moral and 
social forces which an alien environ- 
ment always endangers. Occasionally, 
rabbis became alarmed over doctrinal 
heresy, rationalism and_ philosophic 
speculation, which they met after the 
fashion of the age, by suppression and 
threats of excommunication. One 
rabbi whose ban on Maimonides and 
his philosophic works proved of no 
avail invoked the aid of the Inquisi- 
tion, which promptly ordered them 
burned, but also, to his chagrin, the 
Talmud. It should be added, that the 
fear of offending the Church authori- 
ties—who frequently charged Jewish 
literature with undermining Christian 
belief and dogma—influenced many a 
Jewish leader in his attempts to sup- 
press heresy. 


The relationship between Christians 
and Jews offers melancholy testimony 
touching the un-Christian role of the 
Church. Jews and Christians got along 
amicably and often even formed strong 
friendships, where clerics did not med- 
dle. Where they did, bitterness and 
hostility were invariably the conse- 
quences. Though theoretically sov- 
ereign, the king was under the juris- 
diction of the Bishop, who frequently 
compelled him to enforce cruel Church 
decrees against his Jewish subjects. 


The attitude of the Church towards 
the Jew was contradictory and incon- 
sistent. While striving to convert him, 
by force if necessary, it also regarded 
his survival as evidence of Christian 
truth. Despite occasional interludes, 
the lot of the Jew was on the whole 
hard and with the rise of Torquemada 
to power, it became intolerable. In 
1492 this bigoted and cruel monk, in 
the disguise of a servant of Him who 
preached love, succeeded in frighten- 
ing the king and queen of Spain into 


gues. 
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expelling Jews from the land where 
they and their ancestors had lived for 
centuries and which they magnificently 
enriched. Once the Jews were gone, 
the Church gallantly confiscated the 
synagogues and converted them into 
Churches! The author’s observation 
that Rome found it much easier to 
transform a synagogue into a Church 
than to make a Catholic out of a Jew, 
is particularly sharp and appropriate. 


Even more than the presence of the 
Jews, the Church resented the pros- 
perity and political eminence of the 
few successful amongst them. Church 
leaders never wearied of preaching 
against Christians having commerce 
with Jews, especially with Jewish 
physicians. That little heed was paid 
to these warnings is evidenced by the 
need for frequent papal bulls and 
council decrees aimed solely at de- 
grading and humiliating Jews. The 
requirement to wear a yellow badge— 
a Moslem invention designed against 
non-Christians—was taken over by the 
Church in its efforts to brand the Jew 
as an inferior. This humiliation the 
Jews bitterly resented and often suc- 
ceeded in persuading kings to ignore 
it, only to suffer the wrath of Pontiffs 
—e.g. Ferdinand III of Castille vs. 
Gregory IX. Especially determined 
were the high ecclesiastics that Chris- 
tians should not employ Jewish 
physicians. However, the superior 
skill of the Jewish practitioner and his 
greater knowledge of medical science 
proved stronger than the threat of 
Church dignitaries. 


The height of Church bigotry was 
attained in the shameful efforts of 
Church leaders to deprive the state of 
the services of their Jewish subjects. 
Jewish office holders incensed Church 
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economic injustice of the times. In- 
stead of preaching against the moral 
and social evils of the day, Jewish 
office holders were denounced, thereby 
subtly creating the impression that the 
poverty and injustice were due not to 
moral corruption and moral decay, 
much of it even within the ranks of 
the Church, but to the Jews honored 
by the king with important positions. 
Never did the Church question the 
character or honesty of Jewish office 
holders. It objected to them on no 
more respectable grounds than ‘that 
the degradation of the Jews was neces- 
sary for the greater glory of the Chris- 
tian religion.” Two popes, Innocent 
III and Horatious HI solemnly pro- 
claimed the ridiculous falsehood that 
“Jewish statesmen were traitors.” De- 
spite this bitter opposition, king after 
king called upon their talented Jews 
to administer state finances and to 
handle for them important and dan- 
gerous personal missions. However, 
the perpetual opposition of the clergy 
and the popular suspicion it created 
made life even for the most privileged 
and honored of Jewish office holders a 
trial and an ordeal. Security and men- 
tal peace, the abiding rewards of life, 
they rarely knew. The slightest ill 
wind often led from dazzling heights 
of power to the abyss of the dungeon 
and doom. 


Spanish Jewry came to the end in 
1492 when the Inquisition under Tor- 
quemada, creations of the Roman 
Church, triumphed over decency and 
humanity and drove the Jews out of a 
land where they lived for centuries and 
which they enriched intellectually and 
commercially in a multitude of striking 
ways. The glory of Spanish Jewry 
went into exile in 1492, and with it 


leaders infinitely more than the cruelwent the glory. of the country which 
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was Spain, which in the Franco regime 
of tyranny and corruption has reached 
the very lowest abyss of moral and 
religious decay. 

Dr. THEODORE N. Lewis. 


Is GERMANY INCURABLE? By Richard 
M. Brickner, M.D, Philadelphia: J. 
B. Lippincott Co. 1943. 319 pp. 
$3.00. 

MIND, MEDICINE, AND MAN. By Greg- 
ory Zilboorg, M.D. New York: 
Harcourt, Brace and Company. 
1943. 334 pp. 3.50. 


Is Germany Incurable? is a bold and 
tadical departure from  psychiatry’s 
policy of confining its theories and 
practices to the problems of the in- 
dividual. Furthermore, the author has 
avoided the esoteric style employed by 
other writers in his field; his material 
has been presented in language under- 
standable by the layman. 


Dr. Brickner’s theory, _ briefly 
summed up, is that German culture ex- 
hibits tendencies toward a condition 
diagnosed in an individual as paranoia. 
He explains Deutschtum as the collec- 
tion of symptoms which represent this 
trend, and he calls German Kultur a 
paranoid culture. 


This most interesting book has al- 
ready produced, and will continue to 
produce, much controversial discus- 
sion. Perhaps it is the forerunner of a 
new movement. Heretofore, psychi- 
atry’s principal aim has been to help 
the patient accomplish for himself an 
adaptation or adjustment xo the society 
in which he lives. Psychiatrists may 
decide to concern themselves with cer- 
tain types of problems which develop 
in the society itself. For instance, our 
psychiatrists could begin to display a 
professional interest in the effects of 
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pro-Nazi and clerical-fascist propa-— 
ganda on the emotions and behavior — 
of large groups of Americans, as well — 
as in the reasons why this propaganda — 
has taken such a hold and has spread © 
so fast. 


Because of the controversy stimu-— 
lated by Dr. Brickner’s book The Sat- 
urday Review of Literature arranged 
for several prominent writers and psy- 
chiatrists to join in a symposium for 
its issue of May 29th. One of those 
chosen was Dr. Gregory Zilboorg, 
whose new book, Mind, Medicine, and — 
Man, appeared about a week after Dr. © 
Brickner’s. This coincidence enabled © 
Dr. Zilboorg to bring into the discus- 
sion theories from his own book which ~ 
are very much at variance with those ~ 
of Dr. Brickner. 

The following opening paragraphs — 
indicate the tone and spirit of Dr. Zil- 
boorg’s part in the symposium: 

As a sign of the times, Dr. Brickner’s 
book may be passed over with some for- — 
bearance. We are at war with Hitler, 
and anything that makes the populace 
hate the Germans is grist to the bloody — 
mill of this global struggle. Machiavel- 
lian propaganda may appear unsavory to © 
the oversensitive, but in the midst of the 
battle anything that keeps the heat of 
hate at its white glow is welcome to the 
combatant. 

However, those whose memories are 
not short and who recall the deep dis- 
appointments which followed in the 
wake of the last war would stand 
askance, in a state of puzzlement and 
embarrassment, after the perusal of Dr. 
Brickner’s book. A host of questions 
would gnaw at one’s scientific mind and 
social conscience. 

Dr. Zilboorg then asks: “Why did 
Dr. Brickner choose to invoke the 
authority of psychiatry?” It might be 
asked of Dr. Zilboorg: “Just what and 
where is the authority of psychiatry?” 
As far as is visible, the nearest ap- 
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proach to such a danger could be a 
small group in actual control of an 
association of psychoanalysts. 


In 1938 The Psychoanalytic Quar- 
terly (Vol. VII) printed Dr. Zil- 
boorg’s review of Mortimer J. Adlet’s 
What Man Has Made of Man. In 
two of the less esoteric passages of that 
criticism Dr. Zilboorg said: 

As is well known to psychoanalysts, 
the words, the vocabulary used by an in- 
dividual reveal at times the very substance 
of man’s attitude. ... (page 385).... It 
is also impossible to fully evaluate what 
he has to say without taking into con- 
sideration his prejudices and the emo- 
tional overtones of which he gives ample 
evidence (page 384). 


One may well ponder these quotations 
when considering Dr. Zilboorg’s criti- 
cism of Dr. Brickner and his book. 
Furthermore, the theories on Aggres- 
sion and its outward expressions which 
are in Dr. Zilboorg’s new book, and 
his comment on types of behavior 
which ofttimes appear in controversies 
—even those between scientists—may 
enter into the explanation of the ill- 


concealed bitterness of his attack on 
Dr. Brickner. 


Mind, Medicine, and Man is in a 
style perhaps a shade or two less or- 
nate than Dr. Zilboorg’s usual style. 
The statements with which he combats 
Dr. Bricknet’s theory of cultural para- 
noia are based on his dictum that a 
whole civilization, a whole society, a 
whole culture “cannot suffer from a 
psychosis.” 

In January 1938 Dr. Zilboorg, con- 
siderably aware of the increasing wave 
of anti-Semitism in the United States, 
wrote and personally published a 
pamphlet headed I Wont Apologize. 
Therein he said: 


. racial pride and racial hatred are 
the children of the same social disease, 
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offspring of crass megalomania (page 
7) (italics mine). 

He spoke of . . . the increasing in- 
Sanity of anti-Semitism (page 8) (italics 
mine). 


He said: 


European civilization, and the civilization 
in this country is essentially European, 
seems to follow the way of old civilized 
flesh. Today it rides on the wave of 
hatred. It started by mistreating the 
Jews, this singular and obnoxious symbol 
of durability: but already despite its 
official, smugly-hypocritical, loudly mur- 
derous, murky and illusory peace, it is 
busy “‘liquidating” people of its own 
races and faiths. European civilization 
may follow the path of the Greeks and 
Romans. It shows all the prodromal 
signs. I don’t know . . . whether this 
self-stifling, truly suicidal drive is al- 
ready invading these shores: it certainly 
has touched them. (pages 19-20) (italics 
mine). 

Jew-baiting is but a symptom of a very 

serious disease of our civilization. (page 

22) (italics mine). 

It may be difficult for Dr. Zilboorg 
to reconcile his words of 1938 with the 
dogmatic statements in his new book, 
and with the scientific brickbats he has 
thrown at Dr. Brickner. 

It seems that one of the important 
objectives of Mind, Medicine, and 
Man is to prove that psychoanalysis is 
entirely compatible with the teachings 
and policies of the Catholic Church. 
Dr. Zilboorg goes into much detail ex- 
plaining that psychoanalytic theories, 
techniques and practices in no way in- 
terfere with the confessional or its pur- 
poses. He goes so far as to criticize 
Freud’s theories and views on religion. 
He discourses voluminously on St. 
Thomas Aquinas and his Summa 
Theologica, as he has in previous writ- 
ings. On page 301 he says: 

Yet Freud would have been the last 

man in the world to admit the affinity 
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of his findings and ideas with the 
thoughts of Aristotle and St. Thomas. 
He would have been the first to say that 
it was Plato from whom he derived 
greater inspiration, . . . and that he felt 
foreign to St. Thomas, even if he ever 
cast a casual and uninterested glance at 
the cover page of the Summa Theologica. 


It is well within the realm of prob- 
ability that Freud went somewhat fur- 
ther than the cover page of the Summa 
Theologica and that his views wete 
considerably influenced by such teach- 
ings as: 


Postmodum vero, si adhuc inveniatur, 
Ecclesia, de eius conversione non spe- 
rans, aliorum providet, eum Ecclesia 
separando per excommunicationis sen- 
tentiam: et ulterius relinquit cum indicio 
saeculari a mundo exterminandum per 
mortem. (page 100, 8th Vol., Leonine 
Edition, Rome-1895), 


which in an accredited English trans- 
lation is presented as follows: 


But after the first and second admonition, 
as the Apostle directs: after that, if he 
(i.e., the heretic) is yet stubborn, the 
Church no longer hoping for his con- 
version, looks to the salvation of others, 
by excommunicating him from the 
Church, and furthermore delivers him to 
the secular tribunal to be exterminated 
from the world by death. 


St. Thomas Aquinas’ influence on 
the Church’s definition and interpreta- 
tion of Religious Tolerance is self- 
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evident in the Catholic Encyclopedia’s — 
pages on that subject. | 

On page 315 of Mind, Medicine, 
and Man Dt. Zilboorg says: 


The anti-Jewish laws of Marcellus I, 
which in many respects parallel the Hit- 
lerian Nuremberg Laws, were character- — 
istic both of the man and the times. 
They are sufficiently outweighed by the 
serene simplicity of Pius XI, who de- 
nounced anti-Semitism without mincing 
words and stated that the tradition of the 
Catholic Church is Semitic and that she 
considers Abraham her patriarch. 


Dr. Zilboorg may well be asked: 
“Has the spirit of these declarations 
of Pius XI actually become manifest 
in the activities of the Catholic hier- 
atchy ?” | 

It is quite probable that Mind, Medi- 
cine, and Man will make some friends 
and influence a few people. However, 
there may be just as many, or even 
more, who will decide that Dr. Zil- 
boorg has made a profound obeisance 
to the Roman Catholic Church. They 
would prefer to remember the Dr. 
Zilboorg of 1938 who in his pamphlet 
I Won't Apologize said: 

It is foolish to “play down’ that we 

(the Jews) are hated and alive: we ought 

to stand in full view of those who hate 


us, fearful for the world but fearless for 
ourselves. (page 10). 


RUFUS WADDELL. 


“This is not only a Christian country. It is a Catholic country... .1 proudly 
declare this country of ours to be thoroughly Christian and Catholic in its very 
roots... . And if, with the passing years, there have been grafted on to it ele- 
ments which are neither Christian nor Catholic, then I say let us take a sharp 
pruning knife and cut them off forever.” 


—Rev. Chas. E. Curley in The Tablet, July 3, 1943. 


DERE Risse nO. THE EDDTOR 


Please! ! 


Is there any way I can get you to stop sending me THE PROTESTANT? I 
am no Communist and I care nothing for the stuff. I requested this once 
before Stop it! Please! ! 

Guy D. WALLACE 

June 4, 1943 Braddock, Pa. 


Radio hook-up? 


I have heard given to your Feb.-Mar. issue praise, which would ordinarily 
be considered extravagant, but in this instance is fully justified. You are doing 
a gtand job on many fronts. 

I was glad to see your note on Spellman’s travels. All three articles and re- 
views in red on the cover should have a nation-wide radio hook-up. In a 
truly democratic society the article Berlin-Algiers-New York Axis either would 
not need to be written or would be headlined in the press. 

The Forgotten States article reminds me that I have found over some years 
more illuminating comment on the South in your pages than in any others I 
see. The “cultural” and “spiritual poverty” referred to at the article’s end will, 
I hope, be the subjects of subsequent contributions. 


Dr. L. A. ELDRIDGE, JR. 
May 12, 1943 Great Neck, New York 


Referring to the Textbook Commission of The Protestant 


The work you are doing is the first instance of an effort to do away with 
anti-Semitism which attacks the disease at its source. Believe me I shall fight 
harder and be a better soldier for the knowledge that there are decent men 
who know how important it is to do away with the rot which is sapping the 
moral strength of democracy and undermining its basic tenets. 


Portion of letter from 
MARTIN Murat, P.F.C. 
February 12, 1943 Camp Campbell, Kentucky 


Christian Non-Catholic Refugees 


The weekly organ of the Catholic diocese of Brooklyn, New York, The 
Tablet, printed in its issue of June 12, 1943, an article from the pen of Rev. 
R. A. McGowan, assistant director of the National Catholic Welfare Confer- 
ence. Rev. McGowan is persuaded that “non-Catholic intellectual refugees 
from Europe are bringing a bad influence into American life.” They are spread- 
ing in this country ‘‘a European disease,” that is to say, “the philosophical con- 
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viction that religion, especially Christianity and particularly the Catholic Church, 
can do nothing to help create a right civilization’. 

Rev. McGowan is badly informed about the persons he endeavors to dis- 
credit. Iam one of them and I am acquainted with not a few of them. And I 
can assure Rev. McGowan and his National Catholic Welfare Conference that 
none of us ever believed that “religion and especially Christianity can do nothing 
to help create a right civilization”. 

We are not so blind as not to know that we are living in the midst of a 
Greco-Roman-Judeo-Christian civilization. The moral teaching of Jesus Christ 
absorbed the best of what the ancient Mediterranean world had produced, and 
added the notion of mercy, the finest flower of the human heart. A civilization 
which did away with the moral teaching of Jesus Christ would plunge us into 
barbarism. This is why we, rather than make concordats with Mussolini or 
with Hitler, as Pope Pius XI did, became refugees. 

As far as human frailty permits we endeavor to follow the “moral” 
teaching of Jesus Christ. Most of us do not concern ourselves with those ‘“‘dog- 
matic” superstructures which have been built up upon Christian moral teaching 
by the Pharisees of all churches after Jesus Christ had been put to death by 
the Pharisees of his time. Among those superstructures there are those which 
have been elaborated by the Catholic Church. But we well know that there are 
among Roman Catholics as many good and as many wicked persons as among 
the believers in any other religion. 

There are Gospel-minded Catholics and Vatican-minded Catholics. A 
Gospel-minded Catholic is sorry that we are non-Catholic, prays God for our 
conversion, but would never think of charging us with errors which we do not 
commit. Rev. McGowan is a Vatican-minded Catholic. He combats us in the 
same way that he combats Protestants, Jews, Confucianists, Buddhists, and 
even Gospel-minded Catholics. But while he is entitled to hold that we are 
wrong, he is not entitled to pin upon us the belief that religion and especially 
Christianity can do nothing to help create a right civilization. Respect for truth 
should be an integral part of Vatican as well as of Christian civilization. The 
only belief Rev. McGowan is entitled to attribute to us is to the effect that the 
Vatican-minded Catholics in their daily practices are too often heretics from the 
moral teachings of Jesus Christ and the most dangerous foe of Christian 
civilization. 

GAETANO SALVEMINI 
A Christian Non-Catholic Refugee 
Cambridge, Massachusetts. 


Ashworth in support of Bloch 


Please accept my congratulations on the publication of Dr. Joshua Bloch’s 
trenchant and appropriate critique of the so-called textbook revisions under the 
auspices of the National Conference of Christians and Jews. 

In this connection I should like to tell you about an exchange of letters 
with Dr. Ashworth, editorial secretary of the Conference, in March 1941. 


. ww 
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him. 


In 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR US 


At the time I inquired whether there was a possibility that the Conference 
0 something about a Sunday School collection envelope bearing the following 
inscription: “After Paul was arrested in Jerusalem, forty Jews swore to kill 


Paul’s nephew heard them plotting and he told the Roman officer who 


ad Paul in charge. The officer thanked the youth”, etc., etc. 


Dr. Ashworth’s reply to my letter reads as follows: 


We have your letter of March 7th with the enclosure which I am returning. 
I do not suppose you could get any Christian minister or Sunday School teacher 
to admit there was anything anti-Semitic about this envelope. They would say it 
was merely a paraphrase of a passage in the Book of the Acts. They would say 
it could not possibly create prejudice but simply narrates a historic incident of 
interest to New Testament students. You think it is anti-Jewish propaganda. 

We have, of course, dealt with the substance of Sunday school teaching as 
put forth by the various denominational publishing houses and have made a 
rather complete study of it and have called to the attention of the publishers 
what we have found to be or thought to be from time to time anti-Semitic in 
character. We have always had the most cordial cooperation on the part of pub- 
lishers in eliminating material that was found to be objectionable. 

With the particular sort of thing that this envelope represents, we have done 
nothing. Do you think we should, and if so, what and how? 


answer to this letter I wrote to Dr. Ashworth: 


I have your letter of March 13th. You ask what you should do about that 
envelope with the paraphrased text of Acts 23:12-24. Frankly, I can offer no 
concrete suggestion. However, I do feel that there are so many chapters and 
passages in the New Testament which do not refer disparagingly to Jews as 
would-be killers that Sunday Schools should rather choose those texts... . 


Dr. Ashworth’s letter in reply reads as follows: 


I have your letter of March 17th. I thoroughly agree with you that it is 
greatly to be desired that churches and Sunday Schools should be more sensitive 
than they are in the choice of New Testament passages, and more aware than they 
are that the modern Jew is sensitive at that point and believes that ancient preju- 
dices are perpetuated by the reiteration of New Testament passages which ascribe 
to “Jews” hostility to the Christian movement. 

As a matter of fact, I think that “Jews” as referred to in the New Testament 
have become a sort of symbol of Christian thinking and are not commonly con- 
nected in thought with’ the Jews of today. Only the least intelligent, and they 
must be few, would seek to saddle upon the Jew of today responsibility for what 
happened two thousand years ago. If the non-Jew of today is to be blamed for 
what his ancestor did in the past, or is reputed to have done, he would certainly 
be in a very bad way. 


Don’t you think that these letters of Dr. Ashworth bear out Dr. Bloch’s 
judgment of the textbook revision efforts of the Conference, “Sorry—the whole 
thing was a hoax.” 


TRUDE WEISS-ROSMARIN 
Editor, The Jewish Spectator, 
New York. 


June 11, 1942 
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I have just read your editorial on Alter Und Ehrlich. I was not sut- 
prised to discover your line of reasoning—if indeed it may be called reasoning 
—although I did have some hope that a magazine which made use of a name 
associated with such traditions of spiritual and moral independence would not 
so slavishly follow a line of dictated doctrine. 

I happen to be one of those who firmly believe that everything possible — 
must be done to better the cooperative understanding between the United States, | 
Great Britain and the Soviet Union. I do not believe that the way to this under- 
standing is to draw no distinction between the brave and glorious in the Soviet — 
record and the cowardly and despicable. I do not favor using the Alter and — 
Ehrlich political assassination as a basis of anti-Soviet campaign. I do feel that 
men of integrity and independent honesty have a right and a duty to condemn | 
this act. 

I do not take my opinions on the case from hearsay or from the misleading — 
debate in the press. In fact I have said nothing about it until this letter to you 
because until recently I did not have the facts. Now I have them, as much as 
they can be known, from a friend of mine of unimpeachable integrity who ~ 
knew Ehrlich and Alter well and who knows from first-hand the sequence of 
events leading up to the very hour when they were taken away. 

It makes me just a little ashamed when one who was Canadian and belonged 
to—and still claims to belong to—the Protestant tradition, represses his best 
ethical judgment so that a party line may be preserved. 

J. KiNG GorDON 
Associate Editor, Farrar & Rinehart, Inc. 


Two Views of the “Alter Und Ehrlich’ Editorial 
} 


The whole format of the magazine intrigues me, as does your forthright 
way of handling your subjects, especially such items as your own Alter Und 
Ehrlich. Like you I am deeply concerned about the, to me, fantastic approach 
of so many Progressives to the realities, because of my conviction that division 
amongst the Progressive elements is Reaction’s surest insurance policy. God 
knows I am no Communist—certainly not as the term is understood in my own 
strange country, or by the Washington witch hunters. But to see self-styled 
Progressives contributing so nobly to the creation of schism between the Allies 
makes me want to vomit. My conclusion concerning some of them is that they 
have used the Alter-Ehrlich case solely as a way of indicating to the public at 
large that they are as anti-Red as Dies. In other words such people are terrified 
of public opinion and are saying “Look, I’m just as anti-Bolshie as you are. 
You can trust me.” 

So if we get a reactionary peace, it seems to me that a good part of the 
blame is going to rest squarely on the shoulders of so-called Progressives who, 
when we get down to the clutch won't have the common guts to get out and 
fight for decent liberal democracy, because it may entail fighting shoulder to 
shoulder with those of somewhat different views. 

LESLIE ROBERTS 
The Montrealer 
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The search for Truth, in 


a democracy, is a search 


for freedom . . . freedom 
from misconception and 
misunderstanding. 


Hence, when an American 
ambassador, returning 
from Soviet Russia, wrote 
a report of his findings for 
all Americans to read, we 


~at Warner Bros. under- 
; liantly cast, acted, directed 


“and photographed. 


took to make that report 
into a motion picture. 


~ The result is “MISSION 
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What makes “MISSION 
TO MOSCOW” so sig- 
nificantly great? 


Not merely that it is based 
on a great living document 


! 


by a great American, che 
former U.S. Ambassador 
Joseph E. Davies. 
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